





For war in the end is always about betrayal, 
betrayal of the young by the old, of soldiers 
and politicians, and of idealists by cynics. 
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border is barricaded to keep migrants out. South and North Korea still peer at each other through the barbed wire of the 151-mile-long demilitarized zone. And now 
israel is building a 400-mile barrier to encircle the West Bank - complementing the lesser-known wall that already separates Israel from Gaza. 
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President George Bush speaks to rescue workers, firefighters and police officers from the rubble of Ground Zero, September 14, 2001. 








Prolonged anger is very exhausting...It consumes 
energy very rapiäly...the energy of the assailant 
is reverted and used up against hinself. 





Demonstrators at a pro-war rally to support U.S. troops in the war in Iraq, on the National Mall in Washington, April 12, 2003 


Mythic Vielence 


The belief that violence is a reasonable and 

often necessary route to achieving our aims goes 
unquestioned in most societies. Violence is thought 
to be the nature of things. It's what works. It seems 
inevitable - the last and, often, the first resort in 
conflicts. This Myth of Redemptive Violence is the 
real myth of the modern world. It, and not Judaism 
or Christianity or Islam, is the dominant religion 

in our society today. 

When my children were small, I became fascinated 
with the mythic structure of cartoons. The same 
pattern was repeated endlessly: an indestructible hero 
is doggedly opposed to an irreformable and equally 
indestructible villain. Nothing can kill the hero, 
though for the first three quarters of the comic strip 
or TV show he (rarely she) suffers grievously and 
appears hopelessly doomed, until miraculously, the 
hero breaks free, vanquishes the villain, and restores 
order until the next episode. 

Something about this mythic structure rang 
familiar. Suddenly I remembered: this cartoon pattern 
mirrored one of the oldest, continually enacted myths 
in the world: the Babylonian creation story (the 
Enuma Elish) from around 1250 BCE. 

In the beginning, Apsu, the father god, and Tiamat, 
the mother god, give birth to the gods. But the 
frolicking of the younger gods makes so much noise 
that the elder gods resolve to kill them so they can 
sleep. The younger gods uncover the plot before 
the elder gods put it into action, and kill Apsu. His 
wife Tiamat, the Dragon of Chaos, pledges revenge. 
Terrified by Tiamat, the rebel gods turn for salvation 
to their youngest member, Marduk. He negotiates 
a steep price: if he succeeds, he must be given chief 
and undisputed power in the assembly of the gods. 
Having extorted this promise, he catches Tiamat in 
a net, drives an evil wind down her throat, shoots 
an arrow that bursts her distended belly and pierces 
her heart. He then splits her skull with a club and 
scatters her blood in out-of-the-way places. He 
stretches out her corpse full-length, and from it 
creates the cosmos. 

In this myth, creation is an act of violence. Marduk 
murders and dismembers Tiamat, and from her 
cadaver creates the world. As the French philosopher 
Paul Ricoeur observes in The Symbolism of Evil, 
order is established by means of disorder. Chaos 
(symbolised by Tiamat) is prior to order (represented 


by Marduk, high god of Babylon). Evil precedes 
good. The gods themselves are violent. Violence is 
simply a primordial fact. 

The simplicity of this story commended it widely, 
and its basic mythic structure spread as far as Syria, 
Phoenicia, Egypt, Greece, Rome, Germany, Ireland, 
India and China. Typically, a male war god residing 
in the sky fights a decisive battle with a female divine 
being, usually depicted as a monster or dragon, 
residing in the sea or abyss (the feminine element). 
Having vanquished the original enemy by war 
and murder, the victor fashions a cosmos from the 
monster's corpse. Cosmic order requires the violent 
suppression of the feminine, and is mirrored in the 
social order by the subjection of women to men 
and people to ruler. 

After the world has been created, the story 
continues, the gods imprisoned by Marduk for siding 
with Tiamat complain of the poor meal service. 
Marduk and his father, Ea, therefore execute one 
of the captive gods, from whose blood Ea creates 
human beings to be servants to the gods. 

The implications are clear: our very origin is 
violence. Killing is in our genes. Humanity is not 
the originator of evil, but merely finds evil already 
present and perpetuates it. Human beings are thus 
naturally incapable of peaceful coexistence. Order 
must continually be imposed upon us from on high: 
men over women, masters over slaves, priests over 
laity, aristocrats over peasants, rulers over people. 
Unquestioning obedience is the highest virtue, and 
order the highest religious value. 

In short, the Myth of Redemptive Violence is 
the ideology of conquest. Ours is neither a perfect 
nor perfectible world, but a theater of perpetual 
conflict in which the prize goes to the strong. Peace 
through war, security through strength: these are 
the core convictions that arise from this ancient 
historical religion. The Babylonian myth is as 
universally present today as at any time in its long 
and bloody history. It is the dominant myth in 
contemporary America. 


Walter Wink is professor of Biblical Interpretation 
at Auburn Theological Seminary in New York City. 
This article was first published by Bible Society's 
spring 1999 issue of The Bible in TransMission. 





North of the Arctic Circle in 
Canada's Yukon, a town called 
Old Crow has 300 residents 
known as the Vuntut Gwitch'in, 
or ‘People of the Lakes.' Change 
for the Gwitch'in mostly happens 
at glacial speed: they still live in 
small log cabins and hunt the 
150,000 caribou that summer on 
their land. And 24,000-year-old 
tools made of wooly mammoth 
tusk found near Old Crow make 
it the oldest known 
outpost of humanity 
in North America. 

But while Old Crow 
sits at the edge of 
civilization, about 
50 years ago its 
people suddenly 
became part of a 
more recent global 
narrative: the war 
against the world's 
indigenous people. 

When outsiders 
set foot on ancestral 
lands across the globe, 
‘civilized’ men met 
indigenous ‘savages,’ and battle 
lines were drawn. Plagues, wars, 
famines, cultural destruction, 
bloody slaughters - all followed 
that first contact, whether it 
came 100 or 1,000 years ago. 
And though the bloodletting has 
subsided, the conflict between 
indigenous and non-indigenous 
peoples is still like a freshly 
scabbed wound. 

But there are signs this 
centuries-long dispute can be 
reconciled. Consider the Yukon. 
In one generation, the territory 
has transformed from a northern 
outpost with aboriginal people, 
or First Nations, and racist 
4 laws to a center of progressive 
a indigenous politics. Yukon First 
Nations began demanding rights 




















to their lands at the turn of the 
twentieth century; in 1993 the 
government finally delivered with 
the Umbrella Final Agreement. 
The title is bureaucratic but the 
document is revolutionary: it 
lays out a process of returning 
rights and title of traditional 
territories to 14 Yukon First 
Nations; it sets up a system of 
self-governance with processes 
for conflict resolution between 





indigenous governments and more 
senior governments; and it spells 
out ways First Nations — if they 
choose – can take responsibility 
for their people's education, child 
care and justice, among other 
things. And not a drop of blood 
has been spilled in the process. 
Emboldened, Yukon First 
Nations leaders now speak 
globally on indigenous issues. 
Former Grand Chief of the 
Council of Yukon First Nations, 
Ed Schultz, was instrumental 
in creating the Arctic Council, 
a group of eight circumpolar 
countries that brings together 
international leaders — both 
indigenous and non-indigenous — 
to discuss common concerns. He's 
now looking broader, gunning to 


become the Yukon's next premier. 
Change is also happening at 

the grass roots. The Yukon has 
experimented with traditional 
justice methods. Take circle 
sentencing: friends and family of 
both offender and victim reach 
consensus not only on how to 
punish, but how to rehabilitate 
the offender back to health. 

But the healing is not happening 
quite as quickly within. Many 
communities remain 
traumatized from 
conflicts with 
Canada's infamous 
Department of 
Indian Affairs. 
Thousands were 
stolen and adopted 
to Caucasian families 
from the 1950s to 
the 19705; others 
were shipped to 
residential schools 
where they were 
beaten and raped. 
The effects span 
generations: 
alcoholism is rampant, education 
levels are low, communities are 
small and often succumb to 
personality politics, income gaps 
between non-Native and First 
Nations people are vast. And 
today, kids in Old Crow are 
more interested in Playstation2 
than hunting. 

The Yukon First Nations, 
still have a way to go, but their 
experience points to a promising 
future. A once self-sufficient 
people who were made dependant 
are now being allowed to start 
picking up the pieces. And 
their gains have been made not 
through the power of the gun, but ^ 
rather the power of persuasion 
and dialogue. 
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Tess Rheinhart 


Primitive Justice 


In 1948, among the Plateau Tonga – a Zambian 
anarchist society - some young men were drinking. 
A quarrel erupted. One man, A, struck another, 

B, who later died. B's clan demanded not revenge, 
but compensation, and not from A, but from A's 
clan. Here, as in many primitive societies, liability 
is individual within a group but collective as to 
other groups (this encourages groups to restrain 
their troublemakers). After much discussion within 
and between these clans, there was a meeting of 
representatives from both groups — but this was 
not a Western-style adversarial, legal proceeding. 

Men closely related to A sat on one side and 
those closely related to B sat on the other. The 
crucial players were those who sat in the middle 
= men who had ties to both sides, often as kin, but 
also because of economic and other relationships. 
The middlemen (who gained prestige if they 
succeeded) were primarily interested in reaching 
a settlement everybody could accept, but also in 
venting the emotions aroused. The result, after much 
speechmaking, was compensation, catharsis, 
and closure. 

About 40 years earlier, the same problem would 
have been addressed slightly differently by the Ifugao, 
wet-rice farmers in the northern Philippines. Again, 
the disputants would have their near kin about them 
as they confronted each other — arms in hand. But 
the men in the middle, also armed, would alternately 
threaten their kin on each side. If the disputants were 
unreasonable, their neutral kinfolk would fight 
with the other side and tip the balance of power. 

Or, the Ifugao plaintiff might appoint an unaligned 
mediator, a wealthy *big man" of influence and 
prestige. The only coercion in the process was 
that the mediator would, if necessary, intimidate 
the defendant into accepting mediation. Once this 
occurred, all contact between the disputants was 
forbidden while the mediator engaged in shuttle 
diplomacy. The mediator received a higher fee and 
an enhanced reputation if he achieved a peaceful 
settlement. So he worked tirelessly and usually 
impartially for a compromise, scorning the plaintiff's 
demands as unreasonable while exaggerating their 
reasonability to the defendant. It was understood 
that the defendant would be truculent for a while 
to show that he was not to be pushed around. If 
the mediator failed — or wished to raise the stakes 
= he would withdraw from the case. A two- to 








four-week truce, or cooling-off period followed in 
which hostilities were forbidden. Everyone knew 

that if mediation did not resume and succeed, the 
alternative was a blood feud. 

Now contrast these examples with those of modern 
societies. Today, disputants in single-interest, often 
short-term relationships rely on adjudication or 
sometimes binding arbitration resulting in a win- 
or-lose outcome imposed by a third party. But 
since relationships in primitive societies are usually 
based on multiple interests, disputants are more 
inclined to rely on negotiation or mediation to 
reach a compromise settlement. When someone 
is simultaneously your neighbor, second cousin, 
workmate, etc., there may be more occasions for 
conflict, but there is also a compelling interest 
in resolution. 

Negotiation and mediation are effective in 
primitive societies because they are voluntary and 
the disputants are relatively equal in status. This 
isn't the case in modern, socially differentiated 
societies, and so the ideology of modern adjudication 
~ equality under the law - rings hollow. 

In primitive societies, continuing relationships 
le a basis for dispute resolution. In modern 
societies, they often thwart dispute resolution. 

A study of felony cases in New York City found that 
these cases “deteriorate,” not from court congestion, 
but mainly because of the prior relationships between 
victim and accused. Fifty-six percent of violent 
crimes and so percent of homicides involved prior 
relationships. Even in cases of burglary and larceny 
there was a relationship in 35 percent of the cases. 
A staggering number of disputes are therefore left 

to deteriorate — either because victims don't pursue 
them, or prosecutors don't take them seriously 

(a vicious circle). 

Primitive societies effectively deal with relationship 
cases primarily because their dispute resolution 
methods are not isolated or coercive state legal 
institutions, rather they are integral to the social 
structure. Modern societies fail precisely where 
primitive societies succeed. The moral of the story: 
If you want just conflict resolution methods, don't 
change your methods, change your society. 





Bob Black is a lawyer and bas been involved with 
the new anarchist movement for over 25 years. 





































Hatred is in the air, and impatient lovers of the country will gladly 
take advantage of it, if they can, through violence, to further the 
cause of independence. I suggest that it is wrong at any time and 
everywhere . . . Those who believe in violence will naturally use it 
by saying, "Kill your enemy, injure him and his property wherever you 
can, whether openly or secretly as necessity requires." The result j 
will be deeper hatred and counter-hatred, and vengeance let loose 

on both sides . . . Nonviolence in the sense of mere non-killing does 
not appeal to me to be any improvement on the technique of violence. 
It means slow torture and when the slowness becomes ineffective we 
shall immediately revert to killing and to the atom bomb, which 

is the last word in violence today. Therefore I suggested in 1920 
the use of nonviolence and its inevitable twin companion truth for 
canalizing hatred into the proper channel. The hater hates not for 
the sake of hatred, but because he wants to drive away from his 
country the hated being or beings. He will, therefore, as readily 
achieve his end by nonviolent as by violent means. 





Mahatma Gandhi 


жу к 


To our most bitter opponents we say: We shall match your capacity to 
inflict suffering by our capacity to endure suffering. We shall meet 
your physical force with soul force. Do to us what you will, and we 
shall continue to love you. We cannot in all good conscience obey 
unjust laws, because non-cooperation with evil is as much a moral 
obligation as is cooperation with good. Throw us in jail, and we will 
still love you. Bomb our homes and threaten our children and we shall 
still love you. Send your hooded perpetrators of violence into our 
community at the midnight hour and beat us and leave us half dead, 
anà we shall still love you. But be assured that we will wear you 
down by our capacity to suffer. One day we shall win freedom, but not 
only for ourselves. We shall so appeal to your heart and conscience 
that we shall win you in the process, and our victory will be a 
double victory. 











Martin Luther King Jr. 




































Darwin-like Epiphanies 


Two months after the ro-gun brig Beagle left 
Devonport docks bound for Patagonia, 23-year-old 
Charles Darwin experienced a rainforest for the 

first time. The incident took place during a Brazilian 
stopover on February 29 — 1832 was a leap year — 
and Darwin, to put it mildly, was overwhelmed. *To 
a person fond of natural history," he wrote in his 
journal, "such a day as this brings with it a deeper 
pleasure the he can ever hope to experience again." 

Two months later, Darwin entered the forest again, 
this time north of Rio de Janeiro. His prose strains to 
capture what he has seen - the slimness of the palms, 
the "extreme elegance" of the ferns and mimosas, 
the tresses of liana hanging from the boughs of older 
trees, lending them a “very curious appearance. . . 
resembling bundles of hay." Finally, his humanity 
trumps scientific detachment, “It is easy to specify 
the individual objects of admiration in these grand 
scenes," he concludes, *but it is not possible to give 
an adequate idea of the higher feelings of wonder, 
astonishment and devotion which fill and elevate 
the mind." 

The strict meaning of epiphany is an encounter 
with a divine being - as when Christ was manifested 
to the Magi. Nowadays we use the term more 
loosely, to denote a life-changing experience, 
something intense and profound. I know some 
one who visited Amazonia in the early 1990s, met 
the Yanomami Indians and came back a different 
man - a committed environmentalist, deep green 
in his lifestyle, deeply involved in green politics. It's 
tempting to conclude that Darwin underwent an 
epiphany in the rainforest — and certainly he felt this 
way, remarking that the experience led him *to the 
firm conviction of the existence of God, and of the 
immortality of the soul." Writing his autobiography 
more than 40 years later, Darwin would recall his 
rainforest moment as one of the high points of his 
emotional life. 

Earlier this year, catching up with a friend I had 
not seen in several months, I mentioned that I'd 
been thinking and writing about the links between 
nature and non-aggression in society. A look of 
uncertainty flitted across her face. Too obvious, 
she was clearly thinking, to need saying. Yet to my 


way of thinking, one of the strange sicknesses of 
contemporary society, particularly its media, is that 
the great truths often do go unspoken ~ perhaps 
because they lack branding, consumer resonance, 
novelty. So although we know that human beings 
have found healing virtues in nature since we began 
to exchange it for urban living some five or six 
millennia ago (which is why we have created parks, 
gardens and wilderness areas), we behave in many 
of our official dealings with nature as though that 
knowledge does not exist. It's partly a two-cultures 
thing. Green lyricism is for flakes (crazy-hippie 
types like Wordsworth, Frost, Thoreau, Emerson). 
“Serious” people — policy wonks, scientists, oilmen 
— have no truck with poetry. 

Belatedly, this is changing. I could cite dozens 
of studies and case histories on nature-human 
interactions, from William James's early classic, 
The Varieties of the Religious Experience to the 
contemporary work of Professor Roger Ulrich at 
Texas A&M University. I could mention studies of 
religious experience at the Alister Hardy Research 
Center at Oxford in the UK, the writings of 
environmental psychologists like Rachel and Stephan 
Kaplan. And if it's possible to summarize such a mass 
of evidence in a couple of sentences, it would run 
roughly as follows: 

Many of us - probably most of us – have had 
Darwin-like epiphanies during our lives, and nature 
— forests, mountains, trees, gardens, green spaces — 
is their most common source and setting. Sometimes 
these experiences change our lives radically and for 
the better. 

In less dramatic but equally impactful terms, 
experience of nature relieves stress, curbs rage and 
aggression, reduces crime, counters depression and 
promotes physical health and mental well-being. 
Whatever it is we experience in nature - God, 
mystery, otherness, reality - it makes us feel free, 
cheerful and at one with the world. And if people 
feel free and happy, they don't get angry, and they 
don't make war. 

But maybe that's stating the obvious. 

David Nicholson-Lord 








The Green Peace Prize 


I own a forest. It sits on a ridge just above a wetland 
forest called the Alfred Bog, near the Ottawa River, 
in Canada. It's been in my family for a bit more 
than 35 years now. We don't really think of it as 
our forest, because we hope it will outlast us. We 
care for it as best we can, because we know it could 
disappear — and that in reality, “our forest” is really 
a common heritage. 

We have white pine in our forest, but they are 
third-generation growth. Two hundred years ago, 
the original white pine that dominated the forests 
of the Ottawa Valley were felled. The logs were 
squared, floated downriver and shipped to England, 
where they were used to build the English navy. Wars 
in Europe had denied England access to Norwegian 
and other forests with which to build the ships that 
secured the British Empire, so they were forced to 
look elsewhere. The white pine — one of the tallest 
trees in eastern North America — were perfect 
for shipbuilding. 

The original trees were long ago logged out of 
existence in the Ottawa Valley, and the wars and 
genocide this facilitated ensured that accompanying 
the trees in their disappearance were the original 
peoples of the area — the Algonquin (Anishinaabe) 
and Iroquois (Haudenosaunee). It is a deeply bitter 
irony that the white pine 
had been known among 
the Iroquois as the Great 
Tree of Peace. 

The connection between 
timber and conflict is an 
old one. To the colonial 
empires, forests once 
represented the strategic 
resources that oil and gas 
or basic metals for high- 
tech components comprise today. In many developing 
countries, control of the natural capital represented 
by tropical forests is control of power. Allocation 
of timber concessions or drilling rights is often a 
highly political issue and can become a government 
mechanism for rewarding supporters and defending 
the status quo. 

This is as true of industrialized countries — like 
Canada and Norway ~as it is of developing ones. 
But developing countries with tropical forests are 
particularly vulnerable. Tropical timber firms often 








target countries with large forest resources and weak 
institutions, a combination guaranteed to ensure 
minimum regulation and maximum profit. The result 
can be massive corruption and loss of revenue to the 
state. As corrupt officials put the rights of companies 
before those of the population, democracy is eroded 
and rulers must increasingly rely on repression to 
remain in power. 

And logging companies always side with whoever 
controls forest territory by force of arms. This has 
often included illegal timber operations, which buy 
weapons and hire armed militias. This military 
capability can lead to skirmishes between the 
company and the local community, or between 
the militias of different companies. Protected by 
powerful allies — both military and political - timber 
companies, whether operating legally or not, 
become the de facto owners of the forest; and state 
forestry institutions become the clients of the logging 
extractors rather than vice versa. 

This model of doing business suits warlord 
economies very well. Warlords are, of course, in 
the business of making war, but they are also in the 
business of making vast amounts of money at making 
war. In some cases, military intervention in another 
country has been based in part on the attempt to 
control that country’s timber 
resource. A warring faction in 
control of forest land possesses 
one of the most efficient 
sources of funding available. 
Compared to most forms of A 
resource extraction, logging 
is a relatively easy activity, 
requiring low investment for pss 
quick return. In conflicts in 
Asia and Africa, a few soldiers 
with chain saws and trucks have generated hundreds 
of thousand of dollars in days; a well-resourced 
company can generate hundreds of millions in a 
matter of months. But timber is by no means unique 
in its connection to armed conflict. 

In largely unregulated global markets, economic 
opportunity — in the form of access to natural 
resources or other forms of wealth - inevitably plays 
a role in societal power struggles, resulting in a 
downward spiral of informalization of the state 
and criminalization of the economy. Commodities 














that would otherwise provide the basis for economic 
and social development instead become illicit or 
conflict commodities, the lifeblood of warlord 
business networks. 

This is what links the environment to conflict. 

In economic terms, the link is called conflict trade 

= the use of coercion, or force, in economic activity in 
conflict zoness, and the illegal ways these economies 
are integrated to the global trading system. Conflict 
trade allows for environmental exploitation, 
underdevelopment and human rights abuses to 
reinforce each other, at the same time reinforcing the 
impunity with which these activities are carried out. 
Both legal and illicit exploitation can contribute to 
the loss of sovereign control over natural resources. 
Social and economic development is therefore 
undermined, and crippling levels of corruption and 
repression, even war itself, continue unhindered. 

In parts of Central and West Africa, the Andean 
region of South America, the Balkans and central and 
southeast Asia, the economic interests of combatants 
and their political-military allies have sustained some 
of the most brutal wars in recent memory. During 
the civil war in Cambodia, timber helped sustain 
both the Khmer Rouge and government factions 
well into the 19905. Illicit drugs have sustained 
factions in Afghanistan and Colombia, and in the 
Balkans criminal gangs connected to belligerent 
factions traffic in narcotics, consumer 
goods, arms and human beings. For 
most of the past decade, diamonds 
and oil revenues fuelled the two sides 
at war in Angola, which reduced that 
country to one of the lowest ranking in 
the UN's Hunan Development Index. 
Timber and diamonds helped sustain 
the war in Sierra Leone, pushing that 
country to the bottom of the same index, 
with a population whose average life 
expectancy is under 30 years. 

Finally, and perhaps most appallingly, in the 
Democratic Republic of the Congo, an estimated 
three million people died in the four years between 
1998 and 2002, a result of the food and health 
effects of a war sustained largely by the ill 
exploitation of the country's vast natural resources. 

In each case, factional military power has been 
deployed to take advantage of natural resources 
and other forms of wealth. Even in places where 
peace initiatives have since appeared to take hold 








— Angola, Afghanistan, Cambodia, Sierra Leone, and 
Liberia — peacemakers must confront the fact that 
the conflict trade continues unabated. Those working, 
toward democracy have no choice but to address 
these realities — development is impossible otherwise. 
The fact that there is economic activity in a war 
zone does not mean that the informal economies 
people need to survive are somehow illicit. These 
are their livelihoods in situations of extreme 
vulnerability. Nor does the fact of economic activity 
in these situations mean that the harvesting or 
extraction of natural resources will automatically 
cause or prolong conflict. But these economies do 
help to decide how the impacts of environmental 
stress are managed, or the ways in which 
environmental riches are exploited. That exploitation 
= combined with the relative strength of national or 
local governance and historical and social inequalities 
- can determine whether the environment is a source 
of stability and peace, or instability and violence. 
In 2002, UN Secretary General Kofi Annan's 
report on the Protection of Civilians summed up 
the apparent link between commerce and armed 
conflict: *Individuals and companies take advantage 
of, maintain and have even initiated armed conflicts 
in order to plunder destabilized countries . . . with 
devastating consequences for civilian populations." 
Companies and governments are not moral 
entities. They need rules to tell them 
what they can and cannot do. Yet, 
there is no law against conflict trade, 
or helping to sustain a war economy. 
Nor are the definitions of corporate 
complicity in genocide and war crimes 
properly understood. These things 
must change. 
When she received the Nobel 
Peace Prize, Wangari Maathai told 
the audience: “Industry and global 
institutions must appreciate that ensuring economic 
justice, equity and ecological integrity are of greater 
value than profits at any cost . . . The choice is ours.” 

















Mark Taylor writes on war and international politics. 
The comments above were delivered as part of a 
seminar with Wangari Maathai at the Nobel Institute 
in December of 2004. For further details on the 
tropical timber industry see Logs of War: The Timber 
Trade and Armed Conflict by Global Witness, 
available from www.newsecurity.info. 


Death ef Environnentalism 


Last fall, environmental leaders in the US were 

livid when presented with a 12,000-word thesis 
arguing that environmentalism was dead. The 
thesis, presented by Michael Shellenberger and Ted 
Nordhaus, argues for *abolishing the category” 

of environmentalism and instead embracing a wider 
spectrum of liberal issues in an attempt to "release 
the power of progressivism." 

“We have become convinced," they argue, “that 
modern environmentalism with all its unexplained 
assumptions, outdated concepts and exhausted 
strategies, must die so that something new can live." 
As proof, they cite the debate on global warming and 
the largely unsuccessful push for federal regulation of 
industrial and automobile emissions. Ultimately, they 
believe that modern environmentalism is *no longer 
capable of dealing with the world's most serious 
ecological crisis." 

The paper garnered an unprecedented amount of 
attention for Shellenberger's Breakthrough Institute 
and attracted media coverage from around the 
world. It is a heartfelt, all-encompassing call to 
arms, urging a long dark tea-time of the soul for 
environmentalists, challenging them to recognize 
how urgent their predicament really is. It clearly 
demonstrates that the environmental establishment's 
current approach to fighting global warming is 
hopelessly scattered and mired in technical policy 
fixes. The organizations suffer from closed-minded 
“policy literalism,” refusing to recognize that they're 
in the middle of a culture war that won't be won 
by "appealing to the rational consideration of our 
collective self-interest.” 

Adam Werbach, a friend of Shellenberger and 
Nordhaus, and the youngest-ever president of 
the Sierra Club at 23, echoed that think-positive 
sentiment in his talk to the Commonwealth Club: 

“I have come to believe, after a decade's work on 
this issue, that saving ourselves depends not on our 
ability to shock but rather to inspire. I will no longer 
call myself an environmentalist. Environmentalism 
is dead in no small part because it could never match 
the right's power to narrate a compelling vision of 
America's future," he eulogized. 

Paralleling them, John Passacantando, cEo of 
Greenpeace usa, summed it up: “We need to take 
in all the data we can, and all the strategizing and 
theorizing. And then [we] need to throw it all out, 





and just try stuff." 

Challenging their claim that environmentalism 
has become “just another special interest," Carl 
Pope, executive director of the Sierra Club since 
1992, responded with his own 6500-word, scathing 
denunciation of their paper. *Given that the chosen 
audience of the paper was the funders, it will be 
hard for many readers to avoid the suspicion that 
the not-so-hidden message was ‘fund us instead." 
Not to be outdone, Norman L. Dean of Friends 
of the Earth stated that “these two rants against 
the environmental movement are myopic and 
largely ignore the dramatic developments that are 
transforming modern environmental advocacy. 

A new environmentalism is being born.” 

For his part, Carl Pope suggests that 
environmentalists can create a new vision to address 
global warming by making it a public-health issue, 
fighting efforts to open new coal-fired power plants 
at the local level and applying the time-tested 
*polluter-pays principle”: “If we frame global 
warming as pollution, and assert that the polluter 
should pay, then suddenly this otherwise abstruse, 
overly technical problem becomes much easier for 
the public to understand,” he writes. 

But as Frances Beinecke, executive director of the 
Natural Resources Defense Council, points out, this 
misses the point entirely. “The paper by Shellenberger 
and Nordhaus has painted us in the policy box. 

Ido think we can do a better job at presenting the 
broader picture of why we're engaged in these issues 
in the first place, of the values side of our issue. We're 
all in this because we believe a clean environment is 
a fundamental human right. We have to put more 
energy into framing this as a human issue." 

Shellenberger and Nordhaus also dismiss Pope's 
ideas for how to take on global warming as same 
old, same old: more scattered policy fixes that add up 
to a tired recipe that will ensure continued political 
disasters. *Who does that inspire? Who does that put 
on the defensive politically?" says Shellenberger. The 





.energy industry? The coal companies? *I don't think 


that puts them on the defensive politically at all," 
he counters. 

The thesis has ruffled more than a few feathers on 
the leaders and foundation executives throughout 
the environmental movement. Phil Clapp, president 
of National Environmental Trust has stated that 


*even though substantively there were some good 
points in the paper, the exaggerated rhetoric is 
really preventing it from being a constructive 
contribution." But the paper has been generally 
well received by younger or less visible 
environmentalists and they've received widespread 
support from many outside the environmental 
movement as well. Bill McKibben, author of the 
1989 book The End of Nature, calling Shellenberger 
and Nordhaus "the bad boys of American 
environmentalism,” says their data shows that the 
kind of political support the movement had in the 
19705 has come and gone. “The political ecosystem 
is as real as the physical ecosystem so we might 

as well deal with it," he said, adding that much 

of their research has come from the Canadian 
polling firm Environics, whose data clearly show 
the general American population moving away from 
environmentalism. Recent polls suggest that only two 
percent of Americans rank the environment in their 
top three priorities. Most are much more interested 
in the economy and unemployment. 


“We don't have to talk about global warming," 
Shellenberger says. “What we need to talk about 
is what we want America to look like: what a 
sustainable, economically prosperous America 
looks like in the 21st century, and what we need 
to do to get there. And we need to articulate that 
in the context of a vision that does something 
about global warming, but also, more importantly 
to the average American, that offers something 
more than that to them, that offers them hope for 
their own future, for the kind of life they want to 
live." If environmentalists want Americans to join 
them wholeheartedly in the struggle to save the 
world, an ambitious — perhaps utopian - strategy 
is required: nothing less than an inspiring vision of 
an environmentally sustainable future that we will 
actually want to live in. 


C.W. MacLeod was trained in geography and 
biology at an ‘old-boys-network’ university in 
Canada, but is currently treading water as a writer 
and novice filmmaker. 





CHINA’S GREEN PLANS 


Just in time to assuage fears about 
the environmental nightmare 
unfolding in China, its central 
government recently released 
“aggressive” new plans to boost 
clean-energy alternatives. The goal, 
according to an announcement last 
fall, is to make 20 percent of China’s 
energy needs renewable by 2010, 
with sources like solar and wind 
power. Partnerships with European 
energy firms, for example, have 
already resulted in the construction 
of wind energy plants that now 
bring clean power to 30 million rural 
Chinese previously off the grid. The 
booming nation also plans to become 
a world leader in the use of hybrid- 
and electric-vehicle technology. With 
30,000 new cars hitting the roads 
each month, this could dramatically 


improve air quality in Chinese cities, 
where breathing has become one 
of the top hazards to health. 

Before environmentalists could 
celebrate China's newfound green 
side, however, reality spoiled the 
party. Just three months after the 
energy initiatives hit the news, the 
headlines look bleak - the central 
government has responded to a 
series of blackouts by building more 
coal-fired power plants, and illegal 
Chinese logging operations are 
reportedly in the process of gutting 
Indonesian forests. But the real kicker 
came on February 16 - the same day 
the Kyoto Protocol was being signed 
into law in most countries. China has 
Officially dethroned the US as the 
world’s most consuming nation. 

For the first time, said an Earth Policy 


Institute report, the Chinese now 
burn more coal, use more steel, eat 
more meat, buy more refrigerators, 
watch more TVs, and talk on more 
cell phones than their American 
counterparts. Behind the headline is 
an even more frightening story. Even 
with their new title, China's 1.3 billion 
people still don't hold a candle to the 
US in per capita consumption. 

No one even wants to speculate 
what will happen when they catch 
up. But here's an idea: if the Chinese 
were eventually to match the US in 
individual car ownership, the result 
would be 600 million new cars on the 
road. That's more than exist in the 
entire world today. Let's hope China 
is serious about its green plans. 

Kevin Arnold 


SOME APOCALYPTIC VISIONARIES 


. Less than a hundred years аво, we were ` 


Still growing our own vegetables, baking 
our own bread, cutting down logs to build 
our dwellings, and tending the chickens 
and cattle that ran free in our yards. Today, 
you can buy all the necessities of life in 
one store, going from home to the car to 
the store and back again without getting 
your hands dirty. | propose that we would 
live more mindfully by killing the chicken 
we want to eat; planting, tending and 
harvesting our own gardens; and making 
household items in a workshop in our own 
backyards, Because we don’t see animals 
being tortured and force fed, we eat meat. 
Because we don't see children working 


our wardrobes without a second thought. 
Because we do not understand the sources 
of what we use, we consume with impunity. — کم‎ 

Some apocalyptic visionaries are 
predicting a collapse in the American 
economy in the first half of this century 
due to burgeoning debt and military 
expansion. Others, not to be outdone, 
foresee a peak and drastic decline in global 
oil supplies around 2050, and a subsequent 
crash of global markets. | wonder whether 
activism and information will prompt 
Americans to move toward a sustainable 
diet and lifestyle, or whether change will 
only happen when forced by catastrophes 
that we bring upon ourselves. 


in unhealthy conditions at very low pay 
to make our clothes, we buy and discard 


SIMPLE STEAM 


Erika Nelson d 


Broccoli, superhero of cancer-fighters, has found its kryptonite - the mighty microwave. 
In a Journal of Science of Food and Agriculture article, scientists revealed that 
microwaves leach 97 percent of flavonoids from brocolli. These potent cancer and heart 
disease blasters lose their stamina under 2,500 megahertz of radio waves. 

This would have been nice to know 58 years ago, when well-meaning moms first. 
zapped their families’ vegetables. Microwaves hit the market in 1947 - a year after 
Dr. Percy Spencer discovered he could melt chocolate bars with his new radar 
technology. After the 750-pound box was redesigned for counter tops, its popularity 
soared. Today, over 90 percent of North American households own one. 

Still, microwaving isn't the only culprit guilty.of weakening broccoli's superpowers. 
The scientists found boiling removed 66 percent of flavonoids, and pressure cooking 
47 percent. The best method? A simple steam. 


NUTRI-WASHING 
"we believe any of our products can be included in a 
balanced diet,” promises the new health-oriented website 
from PepsiCo, maker of Funyuns onion-flavored rings. 
PepsiCo is at the forefront of Big Food's newest consumer . х 
dupe: nutri-washing. The term was соіпе by public health 
lawyer Michele Simon in a 2004 San Francisco Chronicle 
article that highlights McDonald's and PepsiCo's attempts 
to offer health education to consumers. 

"Labeling a food healthy does not make it so," 
writes Simon. Unlike wild strawberries which have real 
nutritive value, nutri-washed products often merely point 
to an absence of certain harmful ingredients: candy 
becomes “low-fat,” and heavily processed meats, “low 


Pieta Woolley 


in carbohydrates." 

As a marketing ploy, nutri-washing is dead on. A 
January 2005 poll by Ipsos Reid found that nine out of ten 
Canadians are "trying to eat healthfully." As a testament to 
соѕитег awareness, eight of ten also said that they don't 
completely believe the health claims of food and beverage 
manufacturers. “Educated consumers won't be fooled by 
the slick packaging," Simon optimistically writes. And, 
for the time being, it seems that ordinary folk can figure 
out that, nutritionally, a Diet Pepsi pales next to a wild 
strawberry. But with the likes of McDonald's and Pepsico 
rushing to become our health educators, we may not be 
able to resist the nutri-wash much longer. 


Deceit And Denial 


For years, troubled industries have clouded scientific 
debate by arguing, among other things, that 
cigarettes don't cause cancer and carbon dioxide 
doesn't change our climate. Now the United States’ 
largest chemical manufacturers are trying to rewrite 
history itself by targeting the chroniclers of their 
potentially criminal coverups. 

Under attack are cuny historian Gerald Markowitz 
and Columbia University's David Rosner, authors of 
Deceit and Denial: The Deadly Politics of Industrial 
Pollution. Published in 2002 to wide acclaim, the 
book drew upon a vast trove of secret industry 
documents, uncovered during a 1993 lawsuit 
against the Chemical Manufacturers Association, to 
show how the chemical industry in the 1960’s and 
1970's suppressed evidence that exposure to vinyl 
chloride monomer (vcM) -- then widely used in 
aerosols -- was harmful. Among the health problems 
suspected, and then hidden, were acroosteolysis and 
angiosarcoma -- which translate, in layman's terms, 
to disintegrating fingertip bones and liver cancer. 

In September, Markowitz will testify as an expert 
witness in the lawsuit of a worker who allegedly 
developed angiosarcoma from handling VCM. 
Attorneys for the 
defendants - who 
include Goodyear, 
Goodrich, Union 
Carbide, Monsanto, 
Dow and Airco - have 
provided their own 
expert witness: Philip 
Scranton, a Rutgers 
historian who, despite 
knowing little about 
the chemical industry, 
has launched a 
vitriolic attack against 
Markowitz and Rosner. 

Scranton accuses 
Markowitz and Rosner 
of conflating individual 
companies with an 
entire industry, of 
ignoring the fact that 
risks had not yet been 
conclusively proved and 
of using an unethical 
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peer-review process. None of these charges appear 
to be legitimate. 

“The documents came from industry trade 
association minutes. The industry calls itself the 
industry,” says Rosner. “And our point was not that 
the health concerns were proven beyond a shadow 
of a doubt, but that the industry was concerned 
— and when the government asked what they knew, 
they decided not to tell." 

As for the peer-review process, says Roy 
Rosenzweig, vice president of the American 
Historical Association's research division, it was even 
more rigorous than normal. Scranton's claim, he 
says, "is totally ridiculous." Nevertheless, the defense 
subpoenaed and deposed five of the eight reviewers, 
confirming suspicions that the industry is trying to 
intimidate present and future critics. 

“This could have a chilling effect on university 
presses and on younger scholars," worries 
Markowitz. *My fear is that they will undertake 
projects that are less controversial so they won't run 
into the kind of opposition that we have." 

Brandon Keim 


Power to the Farmers 


Equal Exchange Fairly Traded Coffee, Tea & Chocolate 


When you choose Equal Exchange fairly traded 
coffee, tea or chocolate, you join a network 
that empowers farmers in Latin America, 
Africa, and Asia to: 

+ Stay on their land 

+ Care for the environment 

* Form organically 

+ Support their family 

* Plan for the future 


Over the ast 18 years Equal Exchange has 
created a community of producers, food 
specialists activist, investors and consumers 
dedicated to the empowerment of farmers 
and to providing high quality food products 


Together we are empowered to make a change 





Equal Exchange products are available in your local 
Natural Foods Store, Cooperative or Supermarket or 
online at www.equalexchange.com 





Blockbuster Drugs 


As Big Tobacco and Big Food slowly lose their grip 
on the public consciousness, Big Pharma is the 

new predator to watch. The drug industry has grown 
rich by building and promoting a pill for every real 
or imagined ill, from high cholesterol to heartburn 
to anxiety. In the US last year, prescription-drug 
sales soared to $235 billion, roughly the GDP 

of Switzerland. 

That's an impressive eight-percent jump, but 2004 
also marked the first time in a decade the American 
pharmaceutical biz has enjoyed less than double- 
digit annual growth. Why? It's 
run out of blockbuster drugs 
to peddle - the next Lipitor, 
Zoloft or Viagra - and 
medical conditions 
to manufacture. Faced 
with this gloomy dual 
diagnosis, Big Pharma will do 
and say just about anything to 
keep its nose in the economic 
stratosphere. 

Pfizer, Merck and Company 
won't take a tumble anytime 
soon, though – not as long 
as they can keep buying, 
packaging and reselling 
the work of brainy college 
professors and independent 
scientists. “There certainly is 
a pronounced trend in that direction," says Merrill 
Goozner, director of the Integrity in Science project 
at the Washington, DC-based Center for Science in 
the Public Interest. *The big pharmaceutical houses 
have become more like marketing arms than they are 
major research efforts." 

Goozner, author of The $800 Million Pill: The 
Truth Behind the Cost of New Drugs, notes that the 
major drug firms conduct some important research of 
their own. *But a huge proportion - I would estimate 
at least half — of what they do is really geared 
towards coming up with drugs to replace drugs or 
compete with drugs that are already on the market 
and doing the same thing." 

Hard-lobbying Big Pharma also owes a debt 
of gratitude to the US Congress, which in 1980 
passed legislation allowing the patenting of 





nı and tha comnlic Ре 


public research and its exclusive licensing to drug 
companies. According to Goozner, pushing the 
frontier of what's patentable back to the beginning 
stages of the scientific process crowds out whole 
avenues of inquiry. *Early patenting I think has 
been very negative. It's sort of like fencing off the 
intellectual commons." 

And let's not forget all those scientists who depend 
on drug companies for their paychecks. Who's to 
say they won't let another Vioxx slip through to 
unwitting consumers? “There's a demonstrated effect 
that's been shown over and 
over in the medical literature 
that whoever funds research 
will drive the outcomes of 
that research," Goozner 
observes. “The fact that 
[researchers] claim they're 
not biased doesn't eliminate 
the effect." 

So, how to stop Big 
Pharma from pulling a Big 
Tobacco? Goozner says 
the US government needs 
to get involved. *They 
could sponsor independent 
research to determine the 
true value of new drugs that 
are coming on the market 
and those that are already 
out there, and compare them. They could make 
sure that the people who do the evaluations are 
completely independent of industry." 

Goozner believes citizens are becoming increasingly 
leery of the drug industry's influence over the 
FDA. But he argues that it's physicians who hold 
the balance of power. "The health-care delivery 
system needs to really revamp itself so that it is 
providing the most objective, most effective medicine 
at the appropriate prices," he says. *And that's 
where I think the responsibility lies, not with 
individual consumers." 

It's time to bring the drug industry in line. Big 
Tobacco killed millions, Big Food made us fat, but 
it's not too late to stop Big Pharma. 
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Nick Rockel 





My Mom Hates You, 


Wal-Mart fired my mom because of her bad hip. 

At least, that's what she believes. Originally hired 
for desk work, she was eventually asked to perform 
duties that involved walking the sales floor most 

of the day. Management did not appreciate her 
reluctance. Then, after several long weeks of 

very from hip-replacement surgery, she 

returned to the store only to be told that her position 
had evaporated. 

So these days, my mom hates Wal-Mart. It wasn’t 
always this way. Years back, she fell in love with their 
prices, their smiling greeters, and their homey, family- 
friendly image. When she learned that a massive 
Wal-Mart was coming to town, she immediately 
rushed out to apply for a job; within a week of the 
store opening, the grandkids could already sing the 
company song. 

Before long, however, her love affair showed 
signs of faltering. Brought up frugal, Mom watched 
with disgust as hundreds of mildly-damaged 
items were crushed to bits in the store’s industrial 
compactor. She bristled at the constant employee 
surveillance in the name of theft prevention. After 
several competent, agreeable co-workers were let 
go for insufficient smiling, even the daily team- 
building exercises that she initially enjoyed took on a 
threatening quality. She knew they were being strong- 

















Wal-Mart 


armed. She didn't feel much like a valued associate, 
and certainly not part of any family. 

Soon after her dismissal, I returned from a year 
living in the UK to find my hometown dramatically 
yet predictably gutted. My mom was left with one 
last bitter pill to swallow: although she had sworn off 
Wal-Mart, there was scarcely anywhere left for her 
to go. How many more ruined small businesses and 
barren Main Streets before the bloom comes off of 
Wal-Mart's family-friendly rose? How much union 
busting and employee intimidation before repeating 
"Our People Make the Difference" is no longer 
enough? If the currently panicked pace of 
Wal-Mart's corporate spin is any indication, we're 
fast approaching that watershed. 

The fact is, Wal-Mart has always had its opponents 
— activists who resent the ecological consequences 
of big-box retail, labor organizations critical of 
the company's dubious manufacturing practices, 
and tight-knit (usually well-to-do) communities 
that fear for their small businesses. But these were 
never Wal-Mart's people. My mom, on the other 
hand, definitely was, and she's joined a growing 
constituency that has seen some very ugly guts 
through all of Wal-Mart's folksy window dressing. 

Mikhail Onushko 
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A genuine revolution is happening in the way people 
think about music and corporations. Anyone who 
refuses to be bogged down in the corporate whining, 
technological minutiae, and legal hairsplitting can 
see it: peer-to-peer filesharing is a widespread act 
of civil disobedience, one that could completely 
transform the music industry. The record companies 
realize how earthshaking it is for their business 
model, and they're terrified — their reactions are 
usually arrogant and self-defeating (eg. suing 11 year 
olds), but at least they understand the magnitude 
of what’s happening. Yet somehow the media 
doesn’t. Reporters have managed to dig a pit of 
confusion for themselves and are dragging everyone 
else into it. Typical news reports - the Recording 
Industry Association of America (RIAA) sues Kazaa, 
Verizon sues the RIAA, copyright lawyers debate, 
teenagers crack encryption schemes – obscure а 
simple empirical fact: buying a CD just isn’t worth it 
anymore as a way to get music or a way to support 
musicians. Millions of people are realizing it and 
they’re just walking away from the music industry. 
While the big record labels haven’t been able to 
lock down all sides of the filesharing debate, their PR 
staff and legal teams have still managed to define the 
terms of discussion. The industry’s lobbyists accuse 
fans of theft and greed and reporters start with these 
premises. The RIAA creates news stories by making 
dire warnings, launching ad campaigns, and suing 
fans, and then reporters rush out into the field to 
find a counterpoint. They talk to technology pundits 
who declare that filesharing will magically help the 
music industry, they talk to privacy groups who 
oppose the industry crackdown but still shake their 
finger at actual people who download music, and 
then they sprinkle in a quote from a sheepish college 
kid who got Dave Matthews on Kazaa but has some 
vague misgivings, or maybe they talk to a 45-year- 
old who shares rare bluegrass bootlegs that he can’t 
find anywhere else. They slap it all together and 
that’s their story. But where are the 3.5 million Kazaa 
users that the reporter mentioned in her opening? 





Are we supposed to believe that they’re all apologetic 
teenagers and vintage record collectors? The press* 
tries to find “interesting” filesharers and can’t see 
the massive rebellion against the industry that’s 
happening in every home with a computer. 

Reporters are fumbling because by focusing just on 
the act of music copying they’re missing the broad 
shift in the way people value CDs. CD burners didn’t 
just make it easy to copy CDs, they made people 
realize that CDs cost almost nothing to make. On the 
same record store shelf, stacks of 30 cent blank CDs 
sit next to the record companies’ $16 jewel cases. 
And if it costs a regular person 30 cents to make a 
perfect copy on their home computer, imagine how 
little it costs when you own a factory. Even if you’ve 
never burned a CD in your life, you feel like an idiot 
paying $16 for CDs when you know you don’t have 
to anymore. Furthermore, people know a lot more 
these days about how the music industry works 
—at least they understand that not much of the $16 
ends up in musician’s hands. We’ve all watched 
multi-platinum bands on Behind the Music file for 
bankruptcy before they realize what a scam their 
record contract was. 

For decades, record companies were able to get 
away with extortion of both fans and musicians 
because neither group had anywhere else to turn. 
Five record companies monopolize the industry: 
they buy off radio stations and they fix album prices 
— no one credible disputes this. So why does anyone 
expect fans to pay $16 to an industry that exploits 
musicians when they have a better option? 

It comes down to a basic sense of fairness. People 
want a fair deal when they buy music and they 
want to know that they're supporting artists, not 
executive salaries. That's what makes copying 
music a principled decision, not a selfish one. It's so 
simple that for most people it just comes out as “I 
can't bring myself to pay $16 if I can copy it.” The 
industry PR department tries to call it greed but for 
people with budgets it's the responsible decision. “I 
feel bad for the artists, though," is usually the next 








thing people say, because they genuinely care about 
musicians and want them to get a fair deal too. But 
in the current system there is no fair deal, and until 
the major label cartel is gone, practical alternatives 
offering cheap music and real money for musicians 
are being blocked. 

Record executives actually say things like, *How 
can you expect the music industry to exist if people 
won't pay for it?" Again, the media skips past the 
obvious fact that fans don't really care whether the 
industry exists or not, and when they think about 
it, they'd probably rather it didn't. When corporate 
labels trot out their musicians to defend them, it 
rings hollow: musicians have always been the loudest 
critics of the record industry. While many of them are 
undoubtedly nervous about filesharing — especially 
the ones that have managed to survive in the current 
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system — you'll have to do some serious digging to 
find one that will actually stand up and defend the 
company that locked them into their shitty contract. 
It used to be that people who wanted to radically 
change the record industry were called naive - they 
just didn't understand how the real world worked. 
But the tables have turned, and now the people 
who want to get rid of the major labels are the 
realists and the corporations seem self-delusional. 
Ultimately, what’s going to kill the record companies 
isn’t any filesharing program or court case but 
rather their own arrogant assumption of a right to 
exist regardless of the way they treat musicians and 
fans. By the time they file for bankruptcy, a new, 
corporate-free music business will be flourishing. 
www.downbillbattle.org 
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“CULTURAL REVOLUTION IS OUR BUSINESS 

We are a global network of artists, Writers, environmentalists, tea! 
downshifters, shit-disturbers, rabble-rousers, incorrigibles 
anarchists, guerrilla tacticia 

Our aim is to topple existing power: ‘structures and change thi 
Century We will change the way information flows the way in: 
way the food, fashion, car, and culture industries set their agen 
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\das. Above all, we will change 
media and we will reclaim the way in which meaning is 





FIND OUT ABOUT US 
Visit the Culture Jammers 
Campaign Headquarters. 
ewww.adbusters.org> 


TALK TO US 
editor@adbusters.or& 
artdirector@adbusters.org 
campaigns@adbusters.or& 
webmaster@adbusters.org 
subscriptions@adbusters.org 
Tel: 604.736.9401 

Fax: 604.737.6021 

1243 West 7th Avenue, 
Vancouver, British Columbia, 
V6H 187, Canada 


JOIN OUR NETWORK 

To receive news releases, campaign 
bulletins and strategic updates, send 
ablank email to. jammers@adbusters. 


org. 
USE 


S 
We are a full-service advocacy 
advertising agency ready to 
create your next. social marketing 
campaign - if the cause is right: 


* powershift@adbusters.of8- 


REPRINT US 

For permission to reprint our 
editorial or visual content, email: 
reprints@adbusters.org. 


SUPPORT US 
We are a non-profit organization 
that welcomes: donations and grants in 
the following areas: 
‚ To help Adbusters launch a 
Spanish edition. 
- To help us buy airtime for 
‘our social marketing TV ads. 
- To help us pay for our Media 
Carta legal battles. 


For more information about our 
projects, call Laura at 604.736.9401, oF 
email lauraGadbusters.org. 


Please support our work. 

Donate online at <www.adbusters.org 
finformation/donate>. In the US write 
a check payable to Tides Foundation/ 
Media Foundation and send it to our 
Vancouver address. 





JAMMER GROUPS 


Join the world 
E Iwide network 
city, on your campus. in your 


www.jammergroups.org 


MEDIA CARTA 


Every age, every era has its owi 


unique human ri a 
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TRUE COST ECONOMICS 


— students have been ni) 
manifesto on their professors’ сў 
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A three-strikes-and-your-out law А, Е 
Corporate criminals would chai X 
everything. i 


Www.corporatecrackdown.org 


ANTIPREUNER 


What happens when you mix a 
— for social change with 
inabashed entrepreneurial zeal? 


Www.antipreneur.org 

















At «antipreneur.org» people 
keep talking about grassroots 
capitalism and sharing their ideas 
for Blackspot ventures: 


How about starting a Blackspot 
gallery to exhibit the work of 
politically active artists? 

TOMMY PACE 


Bogota, Colombia is full of 
stupid, obtrusive advertising, so 
we started printing art with a 
message in our streets, without a 
logo or brand. Now we're making 
clothes under the same scheme: 
no logos, no brand, just art. High- 
quality T-shirts and sweaters that 
don't look alike because they're 
produced by three friends who 
love what they're doing. We're 
developing packaging made out 
of recycled cartons, with a free 
stencil of the art that's printed 
on your shirt. This gives people 
the power to interact with the 
product, to go out and print the 
city with beautiful designs that do 
not support any brand. 
JUAN OBANDO 
«www. bazuco.org» 















Recently, 1 ran a workshop 
for eighty young people from 
ten countries. Their team task 
was to think of new Blackspor 








nought you mig! 
Nike reins to Bill Pere 
not, Perez is one of the big 
if that wasn't the ci 
in the ass for me. 


And here's 
right away. 


of the green-friendly S.C. 


ideas for the next generation of 
antipreneurs! Here's what they 
came up with: 

Grocery Bags — Reusable, 
with no supermarket logo, and 
with one side reserved for local 
artists to promote their culturally 
relevant work. 

Chocolate - To replace the 
Nestlé monopoly! Using fair trade 
gar and fat. 

Glass Bottles — Reduce plastic 
waste by returning to refillable 
glass bottles for soft drinks. Use 
labels that dissolve or wash away. 

Recycled Goods Shop - Turn 
train tickets into benches and 
paper, aluminium cans into 
bicycles, and council garbage into 
numerous new products. Involve 








cacao, and less su 


youth and councils to donate 
their waste. 

Other ideas included Blackspot 
fair-trade soap, Blackspot recycled 
fashion, and Blackspot cell 
phone charms customized for 
charity fundraisers. 








KAREN MILES 
<www.youth2youth.com.au> 


A Blackspot food line could 
provide a healthy, organic 
alternative that contributes to 
curbing the rampant obesity 
problem. 

NICK KENYERES 


might is handing the 
Johnson Company. But fear 


st jerks I've ever met, though it would be nice 
or a change. Good luc 


team - give him a Blackspot 


Lauren Bell 


k-ass idea that a few of you can get started on 


In bathroom stalls at and around Nike headquarters and Nike 


stores, paint a Black: 


ot on the inside of every single stall door. 


Caleb Barrett 





MORE BLACKSPOT IDEAS 


A socially responsible alternative to 
the world’s most branded beverage. 


Purified, local water in reusable, 
refillable containers. 


Organic, unbleached clothing made 
in co-op factories. 


For use on billboards, branded 
places, and logo-infested clothing. 


Back to the non-commercial roots 
of skateboarding. 


Indy outlets selling biodiesel made 
from waste vegetable oil. 


Low-interest loans to Blackspot 
start-ups. This could evolve into 
credit unions and real estate trusts 
that support ethical ventures. 


Alternative schools teaching media 
literacy and critical thought. 


A dedicated anti-corporate law firm 
that defends our right to unbranded 
space. 


An international day of solidarity 
against the branded life. 


>- 


While the demanà for kidney 
transplants in the West has 
increased, the number of donations 
from deceased donors has flatlined. 
The result? Professional organ 
brokers scour the world looking 
for poor people to sell their 
kidneys to the highest bidder. 


‘TURKEY 
$7,500 
BRAZIL 
$6,000 


MOLDOVA AND ROMANIA 
$2,700 


Tee 
- —— — — — 





UNITED STATES* 
350,000 



















ISRAEL 
$10,000 - $20,000 


PERU 
310,000 


"Asking price for 
a human kidney 


Source: Foreign Policy, January/February 2005 


Warning From The Markets 


The US economy is a mess and it's going to 
get worse. But don't take our word for it. The 
International Monetary Fund's former head of 
research, Kenneth Rogoff, recently indicated 
“The world is set to jump off the top of a waterfall 
without knowing how deep the water is below." 
That's his take on the looming collapse of the US 
dollar thanks to its ever-increasing debt-load. 
Throw rising oil prices into 
the mix, and you have a 
recipe for global 
economic meltdown. 
Rogoff isn't the only big 
name economist sounding 
warning bells. At the most 
recent World 
Forum in the Swiss Alps, the sliding dollar 
and wanton US debt-accumulation dominated 











'conomic 





discussion. Some of the most biting criticism came 
from Morgan Stanley's chief economist Stephen 
Roach who asserted that, “There's nobody home 
on economic policy in America right now” and 
characterized US consumers as “an accident waiting 
to happen.” Elsewhere, former chairman of the 

US Federal Reserve Paul Volcker has argued that 
there's a 75 percent chance the US will experience a 
currency crisis within five years. Even his successor 
Alan Greenspan thinks the country's ballooning 
deficits need to be addressed soon, saying, “the 

















We all want a more 


The US runs an 
account deficit of 
$1.8 billion per day. 


consequences for the US economy of doing nothing 
could be severe." 

Still, some economists don't understand what all 
the fuss is about. David Levey and Stuart Brown 
penned "The Overstretch Myth" in the March/April 
2005 issue of Foreign Affairs to pooh-pooh “would- 
be Cassandras" and assure them that US economic 
and political “hegemony is in reality solidly 
grounded." But even the 
need for the rebuttals shows 
the seriousness of 
the problem. 

Most unnerving, however, 
is that no matter what 
their perspective is, none 
of these economists ask the 
question of why Americans insist on living 
beyond their means. Policy papers about 
account imbalances and currency strength 





may be interesting intellectual exercises — or more 
likely not — but they are ultimately meaningless if not 
accompanied by a critical look at the doctrine that 
the American way of life is not negotiable. The US 
economy relies on the unsustainable consumption 
patterns of a decadent, overstuffed populace. When 
will the bigwigs at the World Economic Forum talk 
about that? 

Ben Landis 


stainable world, but how do we get there? 


Join eminent economists like David Korten, Herman Daly and Bill Rees 
to discuss this very question. The Canadian Society for Ecological 
Economics (CANSEE) is hosting its biennial conference in Toronto from 


October 2: 


-29, 2005. Participants will discuss energy, finance, resource 


issues, growth and other themes. Sign up and attend so you can be 
a part of the ecological economics revolution. 


Visit the CANSEE website for more information: www.cansee.org 








In the aftermath of World War 1, which some 
optimists were calling the war to end all wars, the 
philosopher George Santayana demurred, “Only the 
dead have seen the end of war." This sort of fatalism 
is still widespread today, and it cuts across political 
affiliations. Whether they are hawks or doves, on 
the political left or right, many people have come to 
accept war as inevitable, even “in our genes." The 
obvious problem with such fatalism is that it can 
become self-fulfilling. Our first step toward ending 
war must be to believe that we can do it. 

We also need to come to grips with the scale of 
the problem. As far back as anthropologists have 
peered into human history and pre-history, they have 
found evidence of group bloodshed. In War Before 
Civilization, Lawrence Keeley estimates that as many 
as 95 percent of primitive societies engaged in at least 
occasional warfare, and many fought constantly. 
Tribal combat usually involved skirmishes and 
ambushes rather than pitched battles. But over time 
the chronic fighting could produce mortality rates as 
high as 50 percent. 

This violence, some scholars argue, is an 
inevitable consequence of innate male ambition and 
aggression. "Males have evolved to possess strong 
appetites for power," the anthropologist Richard 
Wrangham contends in Demonic Males, “because 
with extraordinary power comes extraordinary 
reproductive success." As evidence for this 
hypothesis, Wrangham cites studies of societies such 
as the Yanomamo, an Amazonian tribe. Yanomamo 
men from different villages often engage in lethal 
raids and counter-raids. Like most tribal societies, 
the Yanomamo are polygamous. The anthropologist 
Napoleon Chagnon, who has observed the 
Yanomamo for decades, found that killers on average 
have twice as many wives and three times as many 
children as non-killers. 

But Chagnon, significantly, has rejected the notion 
that Yanomamo warriors are compelled to fight by 
their aggressive instincts. Truly compulsive, out-of- 
control killers, Chagnon explains, quickly get killed 
themselves rather than living long enough to have 
many wives and children. Successful warriors are 
usually quite controlled and calculating; they fight 
because that is how a male advances in their society. 
Moreover, many Yanomamo men have confessed 


We Will Abelish War Someday 








to Chagnon that they loathe war and wish it could 
be abolished from their culture — and in fact rates 
of violence have recently dropped dramatically as 
Yanomamo villages have accepted the laws and 
mores of the outside world. 

History offers many other examples of warlike 
societies that became peaceful very rapidly. In the 
middle ages, Vikings were the scourge of Europe, 
but their Scandinavian descendants are among the 
most peaceful people on Earth. Similarly, in the early 
2oth century, Japan was extremely belligerent, but it 
took a more pacifist tack after its traumatic defeat 
in World War ıı. 

In fact, hard as it may be to believe, humanity as 
a whole has become much less violent than it used 
to be. Despite the massive slaughter that resulted 
from World Wars 1 and 11, the rate of violent death 
for males in North America and Europe during the 
2oth century was one percent. Worldwide, about 
100 million men, women, and children died from 
war-related causes, including disease and famine, in 
the last century. The total would have been 2 billion 
if our rates of violence had been as high as in the 
average primitive society. 

These statistics contradict the myth that war 
is a constant of the human condition. They also 
suggest that civilization has not created the problem 
of warfare, as some Luddites have suggested; 
civilization is helping us solve the problem. We need 
more civilization, not less, if we wish to eradicate 
war. Civilization has given us legal institutions that 
resolve disputes by establishing laws, negotiating 
agreements, and enforcing them. These institutions, 
which range from local courts to the United Nations, 
have vastly reduced the risk of violence both within 
and between nations. They are what keep us from 
succumbing to the chronic violence that afflicts 
societies like the Yanomamo. 

Obviously our institutions are far from perfect. 
Nations around the world still maintain huge 
arsenals – including weapons of mass destruction 
— and war keeps breaking out. So what should we 
do? In his classic book On Aggression, the biologist 
Konrad Lorenz acknowledged that it might be 
possible to “breed out the aggressive drive by eugenic 
planning." But that would be a huge mistake, 
Lorenz argued, because aggression is a vital part of 




























our humanity. It plays a role in almost all human 
endeavors, including science, the arts, business, 
n politics, and sports. Aggression can even serve the 
cause of peace. I've known some extremely aggressive 
peace activists. 

Even if warfare is at least in part biologically 
based - and what human behavior isn't? - we 
cannot end it by altering our biology. Modern war 
is primarily a social and political phenomenon, 
and we need social and political solutions to end it. 
Many such solutions have been proposed, but all are 
problematic. One perennial plan is for all nations to 
yield power to a global institution that can enforce 
peace. This was the vision that inspired the League 
of Nations and the UN. But neither the US nor any 
other major power is likely to entrust its national 
security to an international entity any time soon. 
And even if we did, how would we ensure that a 
global military force does not become repressive? 
` One encouraging finding to emerge from political 
science is that democracies rarely, if ever, fight each 
А other. But does that mean democracies such as the 
jp] US should use military means to force countries 
y with no democratic tradition to accept this form 
of governance? If history teaches us anything, it is 
JM that war often begets more war. Religion has been 
vA prescribed as a solution to war and aggression. After 
+ all most religions preach love and forgiveness, and 

they prohibit killing, at least in principle. But in 
\ practice, of course, religion has often inspired rather 
than inhibited bloodshed. 
In his new book, Collapse, the anthropologist 
5 Jared Diamond argues that many wars, both ancient 
and modern, spring from mismanagement of 
environmental resources. He notes, for example, that 
ethnic conflicts are only the proximate causes of the 
conflicts that have ravaged Rwanda, Somalia, and 
| other African nations in the last decade. The ultimate 
cause is that overpopulation has led to deforestation, 
© overgrazing and soil depletion and, hence, a 
 Hobbesian struggle over dwindling resources. But 
resource scarcity has not played a significant role 
in other modern conflicts, such as the civil war that 
ЙИ raged in the Balkans in the 19905. 
E Obviously, ending war will not be easy: War, it 
seems fair to say, is overdetermined – that is, it can 
BÉ spring from many different causes. Peace, if it is to 
be permanent, must be overdetermined too. Scientists 


























could help promote peace in two ways: first, by 
rejecting the notion that warfare is inevitable; and 
second, by doing much more research on the causes 
of war and peace. The short-term goal of this 
research would be finding ways to reduce conflict in 
the world today, wherever it might occur. The long- 
term goal would be to identify ways for humanity 

to achieve permanent disarmament: the elimination 
of armies, arms, and arms industries. 

In The Blank Slate, psychologist Steven Pinker 
argues for what he calls a “tragic” view of human 
nature, which accepts that we are limited by our 
biological heritage. Pinker uses the term “utopian” 
to describe the belief that we can transcend human 
nature and create a perfect world. By utopian, 
Pinker means hopelessly naive. Many scientists and 
lay people alike no doubt dismiss the goal of global 
disarmament as utopian in this sense. These skeptics 
will argue that we will always need some military 
force to protect us from our own aggressive instincts; 
at the very least some transnational organization 
should always retain a military force, perhaps 
equipped with nuclear weapons, to deter or suppress 
attacks from outlaw states or organizations, such as 
North Korea and al Qaeda. 

Certainly total disarmament seems a remote 
possibility now. But can we really accept armies and 
armaments, including weapons of mass destruction, 
as permanent features of civilization? As recently as 
the late 1980s, global nuclear war still seemed like 
a distinct possibility. Then, incredibly, the Soviet 
Union dissolved and the Cold War ended peacefully. 
Apartheid also ended in South Africa without 
significant violence, and human rights have advanced 
elsewhere around the world. 

Deep down — perhaps because I have two young 
children — I have faith that we will solve the problem 
of war. If the capacity for war is in our genes, as 
many seem to fear these days, so is the capacity 
— and the desire — for peace. Even our most hawkish 
leaders claim that peace is their ultimate goal. As an 
agnostic, I have a hard time believing in God, but I 
believe in humanity's common sense, moral decency 
and instinct for self-preservation. We will abolish war 
someday. The only questions are how, and how soon. 


Jobn Horgan bas written about science for Scientific 
American, Discover and The New York Times. ї 





Exchanging War Memorials 


In the invitation for his Art-Of-Peace Biennale, 
held in Hamburg, West Germany in 1985/6, French 
Fluxus artist Robert Filliou pondered: *We're all 
against war. But what are we for? Peace, we say. 
What is peace? Nobody quite knows. It’s an art, 
likely, not an abstractio: 

What would it mean to try and craft a concrete 
definition of this elusive thing called peace - one 
that would signify something other than merely the 
absence of, or pause between, wars? Opposition to 
war does not itself produce peace. Filliou believed 
that in order to exist as something other than an 
abstraction, peace would have to be invented. Why 
not, therefore, think of the invention of peace as an 
artistic practice? Why not pose it to the world as a 
plausible fiction and stage the art of peace as a work 
in progress? 

Two years earlier Filliou had written a letter to 
the European Space Administration in Darmstadt. 
In it, he explained his work in the Artists-In-Space- 
Project, which he'd organized as artist-in-residence 
at the Hochschule fiir Bildende Kiinste in Hamburg. 
On behalf of himself, his students, and many artists 
worldwide, he offered an audacious proposition: 

“1 am suggesting that artists [must] participate 
in the space program of their various countries if 
the conquest of space is to be tolerably light and 
graceful. We are threatened with all-out atomic war, 
and yearly millions of people are dying of hunger 








we know all these problems to be related. So what 
can we do? 

“Well, for instance, as the other side of the Artists- 
In-Space coin, an Art-Of-Peace Biennale wherein 
artists from all disciplines would present their visual 
and verbal intuitions regarding space, regarding 
peace, regarding space for peace and peace for space 





ART CONTRIBUTORS 


Hossein Derakhshan Attila Richard Lukacs 
Scarves on Mannequins, 2004 Good Morning America, 1989 
http://vagrantlycom. Courtesy of the artist 

Vancouver, BC 
John Goto Aram oves. 
From the series Vienna, Austria 
"New World Circus" 2004 wwewaramvoves.com 
Courtesy of the artist 
Oxford, England 


‘Mona Houtum 
Courtesy Alexander and Bonin 
Gallery 

New York, New York 








+ .. This is one way to start working together. This 
is one way to send artists into space, pending the 
real thing." 

A decade earlier, in 1973, Filliou initiated a project 
with Wolfgang Becker called COMMEMOR in which 
he tried, unsucessfully, to persuade the European 
cities of Lüttich, Maastricht, and Aachen to exchange 
their war memorials: *Countries which nowadays 
think of war are summoned to exchange their war 
memorials before and instead of making a war." 

Filliou had seen war firsthand as a member of the 
French underground resistance during the Second 
World War. “Every generation of young people has 
to fight fascism," he explained. *For mine, it was 
the overt fascism of the Nazis and their allies. For 
theirs, in relative peace time, it is the covert fascism 
of the square world." coMMEMOR proposed “to 
make the future generations aware of the absurd 
and murderous obscenity of all nationalisms . . . 
to change the pompous and revengeful style of 
history-writing into a new, generous expression of 
our destiny.” 

The project was a pre-emptive counter- 
commemoration, designed to disconnect the present 
from its seemingly inevitable future (the eventual 
war on the horizon) and mesh it instead with the 
longer-term future when presumably the antagonists 
would be reconciled. Since memorials are always 
built to commemorate those who died fighting a 
particular war, why not skip the war, go straight to 
the memorials, exchange them between conflicting 
groups, and thereby create a symbol of goodwill that 
would make going to war doubly perverse? 

“Filliou’s project was branded blasphemous in 
Lüttich," recalls Becker, “practicable in Maastricht, 
and artistic in Aachen.” Chris Thompson 





Roger Allen 
Right place, wrong time, 2005 
Vancouver, BC 


Joel Peter Witkin 
Queer Saint, 1999 
Courtesy ofthe artist 
Albequerque, New Mexico 





Laurent Girard 
Dancing Maidens from Statues of 
Central Park 

Courtesy Lexington, ВАМ 

New York, New York 
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Courtesy Patti Magazine. 
Vancouver, BC 


Charge! 


Perhaps the biggest difference between Richard 
Saholt's art and the mind it chronicles is this: art 
stands still. Diagnosed with “chronic undifferentiated 
schizophrenia” and manic depression, Saholt 

says he can’t turn off an ever-churning brain that 
incessantly pulses with images of war, of abuse by 

a father who was “the meanest son of a bitch who 
ever walked the face of the earth,” and of living 

each day with a debilitating and stigmatized mental 
illness. The collages he creates — nearly a thousand 
over three decades - are a 
sometimes crude, always 
jarring explosion of imagery 
reminiscent of death-metal 
album art, cut-and-paste 
ransom notes, screaming 
tabloid headlines, and 
Fangoria horror zine covers. 
They’re fitting allusions 
considering the terror he’s 
lived through, the garish 
hues of his memories, and 
the mental imprisonment 

of his disease. 

Born in 1924, Saholt was a reclusive child, a 
much-taunted stutterer who says he kept silently 
repeating, “I’m the dumbest kid in the world.” His 
father - a violent drunk and a rumored pedophile 
later determined to be schizophrenic - didn't 
disabuse him of that notion, and instead ratcheted 
up the boy's troubles by putting him to work at 
the mortuary he ran. He once took Saholt to the 
embalming room and made him dress up a dead child 
his own age and, on another occasion, forced him to 
gather into a bushel basket the ragged remains of a 
man obliterated by a train. 

But perhaps the most haunting memories 
came from his time in the US army's famed Tenth 
Mountain Division, an elite ski unit that fought 
in the Italian Alps during World War п. After a 
traumatic childhood, he hoped to prove himself 
in the army, and he did. His commanding officer 
assigned him to the dangerous tasks of sniper and 
point-man (a scout sent out first to draw fire or 
detect land mines). In these roles he met face-to-face 
with war's carnage. In one instance, he hallucinated 
a voice screaming for him to duck; he did, avoiding 
the fate of his unit mates, whose faces were blown 





off by mortar fire. When the voice yelled, “Charge!” 
he complied, hurtling into a German bunker with 
only hand grenades and a rifle. Startled by the attack, 
thirteen German soldiers surrendered, earning 

Saholt a Bronze Star. He returned home in 1945 

with a bad back, damaged knees, and the persistent 
gnawing symptoms of what was then thought to 

be shell-shock. 

Back in civilian life, Saholt sought help, but the US 
government, secretly labeling him *one of the most 
bizarre and genuinely crazy" 
veterans they'd seen, didn't 
offer an actual diagnosis until 
1969, and it wasn't until 5o 
years after his discharge that 
he was awarded disability 
payments. Saholt couldn't 
hold a job (he'd had over 
100) and dealt with episodes 
of paranoia and severe 
nightmares. But in 1964, he 
had all but stumbled upon 
art. While many Veterans 
Administration doctors 
prescribed radical treatments like a lobotomy or 
shock therapy – vehemently refused by Saholt and 
his wife Doris — the head of the Veterans of Foreign 
Wars in Minneapolis told him to “put down on 
paper” what he was having trouble communicating. 

Taking the advice quite literally, he began snipping 
words and pictures from magazines and gluing them 
down with mementos from his military service. At 
first the collages were overt and clumsy, more therapy 
than art, but still compelling in their obsessiveness. 
Words like “terror” and “hell” telegraphed the chaos 
in his head. Later, when sampled illustrations, shards 
of color, and textures began sharing space with 
clipped text, the works became more expressionistic 
and evocative of his interior mayhem. Now 80 years 
old, a remarkable age considering the high suicide 
rate among schizophrenia sufferers, Saholt no longer 
makes collages. Stooped from years of nursing his 
war-wounded body and mind, he's tired. And his 
chief concern seems to be finding a home, a legacy, 
for the artwork he credits, in part, with keeping him 
alive. “Art,” he says, “gets this madness thing out 
of me." 








Paul Schmelzer 


The first sensation I have is warm, moist, and 
pleasant. I feel it covering my hands and lower arms, 
and all other sensations are suspended. Although I 
don't understand at this moment, it is because of the 
flash of light and sound from a pipe bomb that I am 
unable to perceive the world. I had been wishing all 
day, and now the sights and sounds of fighting in the 


streets have been whisked away by an explosion that 
blew a piece of shrapnel into my stomach, covering 
my legs and arms with my own blood. Feels like a 
warm sink on a cold day. 

There was an American in the cab next to mine, 
and his driver peeled away when the fighting started, 
taking him to safety. My driver bolted, and I was 
forced to leave the cab when they pushed it over. 

I don't imagine anyone will help me find medical 
attention. l'm American. 

I find it strange that dying feels so pleasant. I can 
feel myself blinking, but all I see is white. Гуе gone 
blind, probably from the flash of the bomb. I can't 
see my wound, but I can feel it spilling down over my 
hands and saturating my pants. It kind of feels like 
I'm peeing myself. 

Less than a minute has passed, I’m sure. Wherever 
I'm standing I know to be the center of a very violent 
riot, and yet because of the shock to my senses, 

I am completely isolated. Pm just an injured man 
wandering aimlessly amid the noise and confusion. 

It seems unfair to me to be a casualty of a war 
I have nothing to do with. What a terrible state of 
affairs it must be here when innocent bystanders are 
murdered almost daily so that someone may control 


parts of a land that we all belong to. What I wouldn't 
give to be back home battling for control over real 
estate and market shares. 

My taxi driver blamed me for all of this. He 
accused me of meddling in affairs that were none 
of my business. He told me that I killed his son and 
his wife. He hissed that I had trampled the people of 
this country for my own self-interest, and that I now 
paraded around the country waving paper money 
as if I owned the whole thing. 

What he doesn’t understand is that we're here to 
help. I think that if people are made to experience 
Freedom and Democracy they will no longer wish to 
live without it. Just because they do not understand 
the benefits doesn’t mean their lives wouldn’t be 
enriched by them. We must push Freedom on them 
by Force, because there is nothing greater than the 
Force of Freedom. 

Or it could be that this Democratic Crusade is 
simply a mirror image of the Christian Crusades 
of old? 

Or that oil is another term for Lebensraum? 

Or that the headlong American advance on parts 
of the world that would be better off without them 
is disrupting a fragile global balance and paving 
the way for armed conflict on par with World War 
Three? 

I’ve fallen to the ground now. I still can’t see or 
hear, but I can feel myself shaking as every cell in my 
body gasps for oxygen and sucks longingly at my 
empty arteries. 

Tyler Collins 





One time I saw a former rebel cry. We drank green 
tea in his bungalow on a shaded lane in Chiang 
Mai, Thailand. It was the middle of the afternoon, 
a drowsy insect whine came through the screen 
door, and our conversation drifted to his past. 
When he was a medical student in university back 


in 1988, he had marched for democracy on the 
streets of Rangoon. The soldiers in the Burmese 
army “targeted our heads and hearts,” he said, and 
after seeing one of his friends killed, his skull blown 


apart, there was no going back. To continue the 
fight he fled with thousands of fellow students to the 
borderlands between Burma (now called Myanmar) 
and Thailand. 

In the jungle the student rebels scavenged for 
food, drank stagnant water, shared a few old rifles, 
and succumbed to malaria and dysentery. He 
watched friends die of disease and, more rarely, 
from artillery attacks by the Burmese army. “These 
city boys fighting in the jungle," he said, incredulous 
and proud, *we thought we could do anything. 

We thought we could move a big mountain! 

“You won't believe the energy you can get from 
your friends when every day you trust your life 
to them," he added, no longer looking at me, 
memories returning. 

But what brought tears to his eyes was his decision 
to put down his gun. 

“We knew, I knew, that if we kept fighting all we 
would accomplish was to die, and for our younger 
activists to die. But I worried that we may be disloyal 


to our colleagues who sacrificed their lives апд...” 
he had to stop, and swallow, and start again. “I wish 
I could explain to my friends who died. They did not 
do this for nothing." 

A year later I heard an echo of his words in an 
interview with a young reservist from Arkansas. 

A gawky young man with a thin neck and thick 
glasses, he confessed to the reporter that he had not 
wanted to come to Iraq, and that he did not see a 
real connection between this fight and the smoking 
ruins of the Trade Towers. But then, on one of 

their patrols, a homemade bomb killed one of his 
“brothers” in the unit. “I’m going to stay here until 
we get this job done because if we don’t,” he said, his 
eyes shining at his friend's memory, “if we don't, he 
just died for nothing." 

It is a cliché: the most profound friendships are 
made during war. While men tear apart the lives of 
civilians, while they willfully forget the humanity of 
their opponents, they live together in a state of great 
intimacy with their fellow soldiers. They learn how 
another man smells when he is scared, whom he 
thinks about at home, the sound he makes when he is 
in pain, the dreams he has for after the war's end. 

To lose one of these comrades is terrible. And then 
to hear “we made a mistake," or “the politicians 
were wrong," or *we must accept defeat," is to dig 
them up, bring them back to life, and then murder 
them again. 

Chris Tenove 
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President Bush's Iraq war has cost 
1005000 lives, half of them women and 
children.. Is this the way to promote 
democracy? Do we need belligerent leaders 
and masSive military strikes to topple 
tyrants like Saddam? Or can the world 
Work together in less violent ways to get 
the job done? Think about those questions 
as you take in the following pages . «+ 













On November 22, 2003 crowds surrounded the 
Georgian Parliament building, protesting the rigged 
legislative elections masterminded by the president, 
Eduard Shevardnadze. They marched past walls 
still scarred by bullet holes left from the 1991 civil 
war that followed the tiny country's declaration of 
independence from Russia. As the nation teetered 
on the brink of revolution, members of a Georgian 
student group dashed between the crowds of 
protestors and the police cordon, soothing tempers 
and preventing shots 
from being fired. 
Then, opposition 
leader Mikhail 
Saakashvili led the 
crowd into Parliament 
where Shevardnadze had just begun to speak, 
overturning desks and shouting for the president 
to step down from his post. As Shevardnadze was 
hustled out a back door, Saakashvili - or Misha to 
his many admirers – leapt onto the podium holding 
a rose, rather than a gun. “The velvet revolution has 
taken place in Georgia," said Misha, referencing the 
peaceful revolution that took place in Czechoslovakia 
in 1989. He then added, “We are against violence.” 

The so-called *Rose Revolution” was over. In the 
streets, protesters celebrated their peaceful triumph 
by sticking flowers in the barrels of soldiers’ assault 
rifles. But Misha's work was just beginning. Less 
than two months later he was elected president by an 
overwhelming majority - 86 percent - and the leader 
of a nonviolent revolution was suddenly in charge of 
a military, a corrupt police force and a special army 
for domestic control with 8,000 well-armed fighters. 
Three separatist regions on the country's north 
border were agitating for autonomy, with Russia's 
support. Observers wondered if Misha's commitment 
to peace and nonviolence would survive his rise 
to power. 

“Bringing non-violence from the streets to the 
statehouse is an old idea, but it’s hard to implement,” 
says Gene Sharp, founder of the Albert Einstein 


No democracy can go to war 
against its own people. 


Institution, which advocates the study and use of 
nonviolent action in conflicts around the world. 
When men and women from opposition movements 
are put in charge of national security, priorities 

can change rapidly. Guarding against state- 
sponsored violence takes self-control, willingness to 
compromise, and tolerance of dissent, says Sharp. 
The degree to which a government like Misha’s 
displays those attributes shows how serious the 
leaders were about the ideals they spouted on 

the street: they're 
revealed as either 
committed patriots 
or demagogues just 
waiting for their 
big chance. 

So far, Eurasian scholars are impressed with 
Misha's record. He has merged the domestic army 
with the main military, and cut overall troop 
strength. He's lured one of the separatist regions 
back into the fold. Although the tense standoff 
with the other two regions — Abkhazia and South 
Ossetia — continues, Misha has proposed bringing the 
regions into a closer embrace through joint economic 
projects and more contact between students, 
journalists, athletes and NGOs. “Georgia will not and 
cannot use violence to solve these conflicts," he said 
in a September speech to the United Nations General 
Assembly, “because no democracy can go to war 
against its own people." US Senators Hillary Clinton 
and John McCain have even nominated him for a 
Nobel Peace Prize, along with Ukrainian President 
Viktor Yushchenko, who led the peaceful *Orange 
Revolution" in 2004. But some critics worry about 
Misha's move to consolidate power in the presidency, 
and note that several recent arrests of criminals have 
turned violent. For Misha to go down in history as a 
real revolutionary, he must nurture the seeds planted 
in the revolution and give the Georgian people a 
country full of rose gardens. 

Eliza Strickland 

















Ukraine 
Every revolution has its symbols: the French, the 
guillotine; the American, the Boston Tea Party; 

the Chinese, Mao’s Little Red Book. More recently, 
as a director at the National Endowment for 
Democracy (NED) noted, “The Czech’s jingled keys, 
the Serbs showed a fist, the Georgians adopted a 
rose and now the Ukrainians wear orange.” In each 
country, youth groups led the charge: “Otpor” 
(“Resistance”) in Serbia, *Kmara" (*Enough") in 
Georgia and “Pora” (*It's time”) in Ukraine. What 
wasn’t so conspicuously cheered by Western media 
however, was the funding handed over by Western 
governments and private organizations to spur these 
grassroot rebellions. 

In every example, a remarkably similar template 
is used. Well-heeled political consultants and experts 
descend into a pocket of eastern Europe in the 
months preceding national elections. Local party 
platforms are tweaked and synthesized into catchy 
slogans and sound bites for public consumption. 
Doors are knocked, rallies and rock concerts 
staged and puckish, young progressive candidates 
in opposition are groomed. Typically the despotic 
establishment, high on brutality but low on finesse, 
responds by quashing legitimate discourse through 
aggressive propaganda, media manipulation and 
voter intimidation with buzz-cutted thugs glowering 
at anyone not brandishing the resident dictator’s 
colors. In Ukraine, tanks were already on the streets 
for an “early” commemoration of the country’s 
liberation during the Second World War. 

But the real excitement starts at the ballot box. 
International observers parachute in with foreign- 
funded exit polls (to quickly challenge official 
tallies), internet-savvy media outlets spread the news 
(to announce fraudulent results) and emboldened 
young protesters take to the streets. The world 
takes quick notice and after a few tense days, global 
condemnations roll out, local journalists find their 
spines as nervous police and security services lose 
theirs, oligarchs start to jump ship and the incumbent 
candidate blusters his way onto a private jet for 
parts unknown. 

Ukraine is only the latest example of this electoral 
interventionism. The “Orange Revolution,” also 








termed “the millionaires versus the billionaires,” 
was characterized by slick and not-so-subtle 
PR campaigns on both sides. Whereas Russian 
political and industrial interests spent as much 
as $300 million to sway votes, a dense ganglia 
of organizations, from local movements to real 
heavyweights like Freedom House, the Open Society 
Institute, the British Conservative International 
Office, the Organization for Security and 
Cooperation in Europe (OSCE) and the NED stepped 
in with as much as $65 million to correct vote fraud. 

“Do you know who played the biggest role in 
Ukraine? Aside from the Russians? The Americans,” 
stated Canadian Senator Jerahmiel Grafstein, deputy 
head of the О$СЕ observer mission. “Still, with all 
the foreign involvement, this election was a sea 
change in clarity compared to previous post- 
independence elections." 

Traditionally, the manipulation of domestic 
politics was a clandestine affair, masterminded by 
agencies like the KGB and cıa through fatuous- 
sounding institutes like the Congress of Cultural 
Freedom, considered “one of the cıa’s more daring 
and effective Cold War covert operations" before 
it was embarrassingly exposed in the 1960s. In 
1983 however, the NED was established following a 
speech by Ronald Reagan in the British Parliament 
to publicly advance the cause of liberty and roll 
back communism. The end of the Cold War briefly 
threatened its existence, but it now seems to have 
settled into a comfortable routine of fomenting 
permanent revolution abroad. 

In an age of MTV, nothing is sexier than young 
rebels with causes. Journalists at B-92 — a Yugoslav 
outlet partly owned by the Open Society Institute 
(and the first radio station to rail against Slobodan 
Milosevic) and at the Balkan Times — a newspaper set 
up by the US European Command - are particularly 
adept at provoking upheaval. Marjaleena Repo, 

a non-NATO-approved observer witnessed this in 
Yugoslavia’s 2000 elections, where the US officially 
spent $41 million to successfully oust Milosevic: 
“One campaign worker for opposition candidate 
Vojislav Kostunica freely admitted they were taking 
American money since they had none of their own." 



















Similar turmoil in Slovakia, Georgia and Ukraine 
have calculated parallels for Repo. *The modus 
operandi is the same in every country. Milosevic 
wasn't moving fast enough toward privatizing 
everything, the so-called reforms that got rid of 
government controls, so the West moved against him. 
And Ukraine's Viktor Yuschenko is no different. 

He is no revolutionary hero, but a favored candidate 
of the World Bank." 

Georgia's current president, 37-year-old American- 
educated lawyer Mikhail Saakashvili, succeeded in a 
drive to oust the widely despised regime of Eduard 
Shevardnadze in 2003 after a crash course in activism 
in Belgrade. Only Belarus has disappointed so far: in 
2001, The Guardian noted US Ambassador Michael 
Kozak, “a veteran of similar operations in Central 
America, notably in Nicaragua," attempted another 
“homegrown” revolution with the student group 
Zubr against Alexander Lukashenka, *Europe's Last 
Dictator." *There will be no Kostunica in Belarus," 
Lukashenka snarled. He has twice since extended 
his presidency. 

It would be a fallacy to wrap this all under a neat 
neo-liberal conspiracy, however. George Soros, 
billionaire financier, Hungarian holocaust survivor 
and the founder of the Open Society Institute, 
made it a personal mission to oust George Bush in 
2004. Soros, who found an unlikely defender in the 
leftist The Nation magazine, has Nobel Peace Prize 
Laureates Aung San Suu Kyi from Myanmar and 
East Timorese Foreign Minister Jose Ramos-Horta 
on the board of one of his democracy projects. 

Ironically, some of the NED’s most vociferous 
critics come from American libertarian conservatives. 
The Cato Institute, a conservative think tank that 
never met a Reaganomics initiative it didn’t like, 
voiced its displeasure at the NED: “Through the 
endowment, the American taxpayer has paid for 
special-interest groups to harass the duly elected 
governments of friendly countries, interfere in foreign 
elections, and foster the corruption of democratic 
movements.” Occasional frustrations have 
emerged publicly. Everett Briggs, US ambassador 
in Panama complained about МЕР interference 
during national elections there in 1984, noting “The 
embassy requests that this hare-brained project 
be abandoned before it hits the fan.” When the 
president of the NED's Republican Party branch 
issued a statement supporting the coup against 
Venezuela's Hugo Chavez in 2002, he was soundly 


rebuked by NED president Carl Gershman after 

the coup fizzled 48 hours later. Arch-conservative 
Republicans Pat Buchanan and Ron Paul have called 
for an investigation into American involvement in 
Ukraine's supposedly free elections, the latter stating, 
"Unfortunately, it seems that several US government 
agencies saw things differently and sent US taxpayer 
dollars into Ukraine in an attempt to influence the 
outcome. It is our job here and now to discover 

just how far we have violated this very important. 
principle, and to cease any funding of political 
candidates or campaigns henceforth.” 

Still, NED-led efforts have, on occasion, been 
overwhelmingly noble, such as campaigns against 
Chilean dictator Augusto Pinochet in 1988 (after 
the US installed him there in a coup in 1973) and 
anti-apartheid efforts in South Africa. Ultimately, 
Ukraine may be just the latest front in a bureaucratic, 
Byzantine war of twenty-first century media spin. 
And an entirely unnecessary one. Jake Rudnitsky, 
of the nominally cynical Exile magazine in Moscow, 
writes: “It’s a fact that Yuschenko would have won 
the election if it had been violation free. Anyone who 
claims otherwise is either a fool or getting paid by 
the Russians." While he admits there is some truth to 
American influence in eastern Europe, the hundreds 
of thousands demonstrating in Kiev's bracing cold, 
like those in Beirut's temperate February, were “there 
out of their own homegrown sense of outrage, not 
because some State Department bureaucrats willed 
them there." Disenchanted with leftist media support 
for incumbent rulers in eastern Europe, he continues, 

their role is in opposition to the West, and generally 
only in support of dictators . . . the left has shown 
that it is willing to sell out its own ideals just to take 
a cheap jab at the things it hates back home." 

It's clearly a mixed bag, but at the end of the day, 
the nature of American foreign policy makes it hard 
not to be cynical about Washington's meddling 
in other countries. Promoting democracy abroad 
is a positive endeavor. Doing it in such a hands- 
on manner is the dubious part. But there's more 
to come. Look for rumblings further east in this 
electoral cold war as the excessively corrupt central 
Asian republics go to the polls later this year. 


Sam Singh is a freelance journalist who spent over 
a year living in Ukraine and traveling around 
western Europe. 








Why Not Here? 


This is the most powerful question in the world 
today: Why not here? People in Eastern Europe 
looked at people in Western Europe and asked, 
Why not here? People in Ukraine looked at people 
in Georgia and asked, Why not here? People around 
the Arab world look at voters in Iraq and as 
Why not here? 

Thomas Kuhn famously argued that science 
advances not gradually but in jolts, through a series 
of raw and jagged paradigm shifts. Somebody sees 
a problem differently, and suddenly everybody's 
vantage point changes. 

*Why not here?" is a Kuhnian question, and as 
you open the newspaper these days, you see it flitting 
around the world like a thought contagion. Wherever 














it is asked, people seem to feel 

that the rules have changed. New 

possibilities have opened up. Do 
The question is being asked now 

in Lebanon. Walid Jumblatt made 

his much circulated observation to 

David Ignatius of The Washington 

Post: “It’s strange for me to say 

it, but this process of change has 

started because of the American invasion of Iraq. 

I was cynical about Iraq. But when I saw the Iraqi 

people voting three weeks ago, eight million of them, 

it was the start of a new Arab world.” 





So now we have mass demonstrations on the 
streets of Beirut. A tent city is rising up near 
the crater where Rafik Hariri was killed, and 
the inhabitants are refusing to leave until Syria 
withdraws. The crowds grow in the evenings; 
bathroom facilities are provided by a nearby Dunkin’ 
Donuts and a Virgin Megastore. 

The head of the Syrian Press Syndicate told The 
New York Times on Thursday: “There’s a new world 
out there and a new reality. You can no longer have 
business as usual.” 

Meanwhile in Palestine, after days of intense 
pressure, many of the old Arafat cronies are out 
of the interim Palestinian cabinet. Fresh, more 
competent administrators have been put in. “What 
you witnessed is the real democracy of the Palestinian 
people,” Saeb Erakat said to Alan Cowell of The 
Times, As Danny Rubinstein observed in the pages 
of Ha'aretz, the rules of the game have changed. 

Then in Iraq, there is actual politics going on. 











we need 

Bush to change 
the subject 
worldwide? 


The leaders of different factions are jostling. The 
tone of the coverage ebbs and flows as more or less 
secular leaders emerge and fall back, but the amazing 
thing is the politics itself. If we had any brains, we'd 
take up Reuel Marc Gerecht's suggestion and build 
an Iraqi C-Span so the whole Arab world could 
follow this process like a long political soap opera. 

It's amazing in retrospect to think of how much 
psychological resistance there is to asking this 
breakthrough question: Why not here? We are all 
stuck in our traditions and have trouble imagining 
the world beyond. As Claus Christian Malzahn 
reminded us in Der Spiegel online this week, German 
politicians ridiculed Ronald Reagan's *tear down this 
wall" speech in 1987. They *couldn't imagine that 
there might be an alternative to a divided Germany." 

But if there is one soft-power gift America does 
possess, it is this tendency to imagine 
new worlds. As Malzahn goes on to 
note, “In a country of immigrants 
like the United States, one actuall 
pushes for change . . . We Europe 
always want to have the world from 
yesterday, whereas the Americans 
strive for the world of tomorrow." 

Stephen Sestanovich of the Council 
on Foreign Relations wrote an important essay for 
this page a few weeks ago, arguing that American 
diplomacy is often most effective when it pursues not 
an incrementalist but a *maximalist" agenda, leaping 
over allies and making the crude, bold, vantag 
shifting proposal — like pushing for the reunification 
of Germany when most everyone else was trying to 
preserve the so-called stability of the Warsaw Pact. 

As Sestanovich notes, and as we've seen in spades 
over the past two years in Iraq, this rashness = this 
tendency to leap before we look — has its downside. 
Things don't come out wonderfully just because 
some fine person asks, Why not here? 

But this is clearly the question the United States is 
destined to provoke. For the final thing that we've 
learned from the papers this week is how thoroughly 
the Bush agenda is dominating the globe. When Bush 
meets with Putin, democratization is the center of 
discussion. When politicians gather in Ramallah, 
democratization is a central theme. When there's an 
atrocity in Beirut, the possibility of freedom leaps to 
people's minds. 























David Brooks 
Reprinted with permission from The New York Times. 














Images from left to right: Nonviolent protesters in Georgia, Ukraine, Leoanon and Poland 




















Violence goes against the grain of the cosmos, and 
the future belongs to something more powerful. You 
can call it 'nonviolence,' but it's more than just 
the opposite of violence. Don't call it 'passive 
resistance.’ There's nothing passive about standing 
in front of a tank to protect people you love. Gandhi 
gave us a word for it: Satyagraha. It is an all- 
consuming way of life that has been used to achieve 
peace and justice across the globe. But there are no 
guarantees, no quick and easy victories. Gandhi was 
clear that his work was a series of “experiments 
with truth." 

Yet, intuitively we know that we have to stop 
killing each other, that we must wean politics off 
violence. Ultimately, the power of nonviolence rests 
in the conviction that military responses to conflict 
will become obsolete. We will see the absurdity of 
engaging in war and slaughter "for the benefit of 
humanity." We cannot create a more compassionate world 
overnight, but the substitution of nonviolence for 
violence gets us that much closer. The peacemakers 
will triumph and the meek shall inherit the Earth. 




































Because we no longer understand war, we no longer 
understand that it can all go horribly wrong. We no 
longer understand that war begins by calling for the 
anninilation of others but ends, if we do know when 
to make or maintain peace, with self-annihilation. We 
flirt, given the potency of modern industrial weapons, 
ith our own destruction. 
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Every ten years or so, the United States needs to 
pick up some small crappy little country and throw 
it against the wall, just to show the world we mean | 
business. T ] 

- Michael Ledeen, former Reagan administration | 
intelligence officer and current fellow at the American | 
Enterprise Institute for Public Policy Research. | 
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I'm studying for my genetics 
course, and at the same time, my 
irises are dancing on the cover of 
Adbusters #58: “What Happened 
Before the Big Bang?" I just read 
that the same stuff that makes 
up our genetic code also appears 
in viruses, bacteria, algae, fungi, 
plants and animals. Scientists 
tell us that this proves that all 
living things have evolved from 
a common ancestor. I speculate: 
all creatures maybe, just maybe, 
purposefully have the same core 
design. The same design could 
maybe, just maybe, imply the 
same designer. I've just begun to 
question the theory of evolution. 
Maybe, just maybe, I'm a heretic. 
MAGDA BACZKOWSKA 
Montréal, Québec 





I wasn't impressed so much by 
the nanotechnology illustration 
featured in Adbusters #58 that 
looks like it came from Eric 
Drexler's outdated 1986 book, 
The Engines of Creation. While 
it is good to question the basis 
of scientific research, supporting 
*gray goo" theory might land 
your publication in the “crank 
science" category. Rather, as 
Drexler has suggested himself 
recently, what we should 
be fearing is the deliberate 
abuse of nanotechnology for 
arms manufacture. 

NAADIR JEEWA 

London, UK 


Throughout the previous issue, 
several of your authors presented 
science as the destroyer of 
wonder, of nature, of happiness, 
and of civilization. My studies 
in science have never destroyed 
my wonder at the beauty of 
nature or the origins of the 
universe — quite the opposite. If 
the meaning of your life requires 
the entire heavens to revolve 
around you, then perhaps the 
time has come for you to be 
shaken up a little. People who 
decry the *dehumanizing" effect 
of evolution and genetics are 
the same as those who spurned 
Copernicus and Galileo for 
removing humanity from the 
center of the universe. 

It is true that scientific 
technologies have caused harm, 
but are we so frightened by 
unknowns that we are willing 
to abandon all science and go 
back to the golden age when we 
lived to the ripe old age of 35? 
Which would be more destructive, 
a nuclear explosion or the 
elimination of all medicines? 

Technology is a tool to be 
used for good or for bad. The 
real danger is a society that 
has technology but does not 
understand it. Education is key, 
and we must understand that 
scientific ignorance does not 
equal utopia, no matter how 
romantically poetic it may sound. 

MICHAEL METZGER 
Seattle, Wasbington 


The year-end issue [Adbusters 
#57] provided me with enough 
gleaming soundbites for my 
lectures for the next four or five 
decades. Pity 1 am 83. 

Across the world there is now 
an awareness that our whole 
way of life is on a not-very-long 


path of self-destruction. Your 
various contributions light up the 
dark corners of our ignorance 
and indicate what must be done; 
what is missing is any clear 
indication of how we proceed to 
do it. The question facing radicals 
everywhere has become: How do 
we get from here to there? 
I can advance only one clue: 
All the remedies in your issue 
are based on moral imperatives. 
But morality is a function of 
relationships between persons. 
Modern economics and politics 
have diluted or destroyed personal 
relationships and substituted 
power relationships of people to 
institutions. Hence, instead of 
the power in society responding 
largely to the moral promptings 
of its citizens, it is the latter 
who find themselves responding 
to imperatives of power. One 
consequence is that we are unable 
to counter the excesses of power 
that develops such giant forms as 
to be beyond anyone's grasp to 
curb or direct. 
So, how do we restore the 
power of personal relationships 
in revitalized communities so 
that they are able to give some 
moral direction to political and 
economic forces? 
JOHN PAPWORTH 
Editor - Fourth World Review 
info@4thworld.co.uk 


Just a brief note to let you know 
that you are missing a very 
influential person on your list of 
“Economists Leading the Charge” 
[Adbusters #5 5]. Professor 
Daniel Kahneman at Princeton 
recently won the Nobel Prize 

in economics for his work on 
“Prospect Theory.” He is actually 
a psychologist, but has been a 
leading figure in the foundation 


of the field of behavioral 
economics (along with Amos 
Tversky). His work challenges the 
assumption of the rational actor 
model on which all traditional 
economics rests. 
MINDY HERNANDEZ 
New York City, New York 


Deborah Campbell’s piece on 
Arafat [Adbusters #58] was 


` a refreshing change from the 


predictable drivel churned out 

by much of the corporate media. 
Indeed, Arafat deserves to be 
remembered not only for putting 
Palestine on the world agenda, 
but also for convincing his people 
to accept Israel's existence. 
Although now taken for granted, 
this was an accomplishment of 
istoric proportions. 

Back in 1947, Palestinian 
Arabs seethed with anger at the 
glaring hypocrisy of Western 
nations who barred Jewish 
refugees fleeing anti-Semitism, 
but voted for a UN partition 
plan to carve a Jewish state 
out of Palestine. For decades 
Palestinians adamantly refused 
to recognize Israel, incredulous 
that the international community 
was asking them not only to 
renounce their homeland but also 
to grant legitimacy to the very 
country that usurped it. Under 
Arafat’s leadership, Palestinians 
finally agreed to do that. If only 
for this, Arafat was a far greater 
stratesman than any of his 
Israeli counterparts. 

JOHN DIRLIK 
Montréal, Québec 








Гуе just recently returned 
home from Venezuela where I 
was a teacher for the past year 
and a half. Your pro-Chavez 
propaganda is very obvious, 


but also very flawed. You'd be 
hard pressed to find a “Chavista” 
in either of the two places I’ve 
lived, but they do exist. I had 
countless students who joked that 
Chavez gave them *a vacation." 
For those government workers 
with the courage to cast their 
vote against Chavez in the first 
referendum, they received their 
walking papers and are now on 
“permanent vacation.” 

I would say that no less than 
90 percent of my four- or five 
hundred students were anti- 
Chavez. In Merida, in the weeks 
leading up to the most recent 
referendum, thousands of people 
took to the streets in anti-Chavez 
demonstrations, day after day. 
Pro-Chavez rallies were pathetic 
in comparison. 

Venezuelans have started 
to realize that their chances of 
winning the lottery are every bit 
as good as being the benefactor 
of one of Chavez's social 
programs, and they won't be 
fooled much longer. 

W.B. 
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 


As much as I feel like an ass for 
submitting what amounts to an 
advertisement, I feel that people 
should know about a free, open- 
source internet browser called 
Firefox (www.getfirefox.com). 
It's fast, efficient, virtually bug- 
free, fully customizable, and a 
very quick upgrade from Internet 
Explorer. What really sold me, 
though, was the Adblock feature, 
which allows me to click on a 
banner and permanently block 
every ad appearing in that space. 
It's ridiculously gratifying. 
BRUCE LAMBIE 
Lennoxville, Québec 


I was coming home from the market one day. I don't even 
remember how old I was. Maybe seven. As I neared the 
house, a neighbor came running toward me screaming, 
"your family is being slaughtered. Turn around and get 
out of here." 

So I ran. I ran with the neighbor into the forest. We 
stayed in the forest for a few days and then considered 
returning to the city. But we met up with others who were 
fleeing, anà they told us horror stories. It was bad. 

Before that, I'à never thought about Hutus and Tutsis. 
But now I knew exactly what it meant. We were wealthy 
Tutsis. Obvious targets. We crossed the Rwandan border 
into Congo, where my neighbor had relatives. But 
before long the conflict spilled over into Congo. 

I was fleeing again. 

Walking through the forest was the only option. We 
walked for weeks, maybe months. I don't really have any 
idea. Over mountains, crossing rivers, scavenging all the 
way. I'll always remember the woman who did the whole 
trip with a baby strapped to her back. Would the baby 
ever be able to understand what its mother had done 
for her? 

We were going south, that's all I could gather. The 
family had a plan to go to Zimbabwe and pay someone to 
get them into South Africa - the next best thing to 
resettlement in the first world. They didn't have enough 
money for me, So I left them in Zambia. I made it into 
the capital city and found my way to the country's 
refugee office. They didn't know what to do with me. 

A dazed, dirty and emaciated kid with no family. But 
luckily a sympathetic international aid worker saw ne 
standing there and refused to have me sleep outside for 
another night. She put me in touch with another Tutsi 
family and they took me in. 

Two years later we resettled to Canada. 

I won the lottery. 

Alphonse Ngoniraronka 


Nearly ten years ago, we Turks 
didn't celebrate New Year's. 
Thanks to strong links with the 
US and Europe, the idea of buying 
things to celebrate certain days 
(like New Year's and Valentine's 
Day) has been instilled in the 
new generation. Now we are 
psychologically forced by the 
media to celebrate holidays that 
don't exist in our culture, and to 
buy gifts — that is, to consume. 
The media and the shops are 
benefiting from this manipulation 
while the authenticity of our 
culture is being lost. 

FATIH PARLAK 

Konya, Turkey 


My friend just got back from a 
trip to Ireland. 

"The shopping there is crazy," 
she said. She went on to tell 
me how they all watch American 
television and wear American 
brands. 

“I went there to visit Ireland,” 
she said, “It’s a shame I couldn't 
find it.” 

JED 
South Bend, Indiana 


How much anxiety is created 
when you sit at home playing 
video games by yourself? I've 
gone through my own bouts of 
depression, and there's nothing 
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better to quench my desire to do 
nothing, but still to do something, 
than playing video games. 
It's pretty widely known that 
depression is on the rise. Is there 
any connection between that and 
the recent boom in video games? 
DANA 
Calgary, Alberta 


The Iraqi way is simple. On TV 
you see a man in front of the 
camera. He might look beaten. 
He might look scared or defeated. 
From off-screen, a voice asks 
the man questions and the man 
answers. The man is a criminal. 
The Iraqi police are making him 
admit his crimes. 

This is a show watched on TV 
here in Iraq. It airs every night. 
It was a tactic Saddam used to 
impede crime. Now the current 
Iraqi government uses it. Some 
of the criminals have admitted 
to working for Syria, their job to 
attack US forces and disrupt the 
new Iraqi government. Some are 
supporters of Saddam. Others 
have admitted to kidnapping or 
killing people for money. None of 
the men have been before a judge 
or seen a lawyer, but they will 
eventually. Depending on their 
guilt and how well they cooperate 
with the police, they will either 
go to jail or be executed. 

Iraqis approve of this show. 
It shows them that their police 
are capturing people who 
cause chaos and fear in Iraq. It 
also deters future criminals by 
disgracing them. To be named 
a criminal in Arabic culture is 
not only a disgrace upon the 
criminal himself, but also the 
criminal's family. If the police ever 
release one of these criminals, he 
might be killed by the family he 
wronged, or by his own family 


because of the shame he put 
them through. 

There is some skepticism with 
which this show is viewed, but 
very little. Some people think the 
police torture the criminals into 
false confessions. Certainly some 
of the men on the show look 
beaten. But most Iraqis believe 
what they see. 

Being displayed on TV might 
sound like a draconian form of 
justice, but it is nothing new to 
Iraqi society. Iraqis like hard- 
handed rulers. It makes them feel 
properly looked after. That is not 


We lost a hell of 
a guy when Hunter 
S. Thompson left 
us. The man was 
a visionary. 
Thirty-five years 
ago he laid grim 
odds on America’s 
moral collapse 
= its degradation 
into cut-rate 
fascism. Who can 
blame him for not 
sticking around 
to collect on 
that bet? 
Thompson must 





to say Iraqis are entertained by 
this show like North Americans 
are entertained by shows like 
Cops or Judge Judy. They like it 
because they see it as a change 
for the better. It addresses their 
biggest concern, which is security. 
GREG ROLLINS 
Baghdad, Iraq 
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have despaired 


for his country, its constitution, its iconio Dream. 
Yet his blood never stopped boiling when it came to 
its current president and the malignant contingent of 
thieves, crooks and cheap hustlers who've seized 


the reins. 


Thompson's departure is sad, but it's also a call to 
arms. We need a new generation of journalistic upstarts 
inspired by Thompson's own example - writers eager to 
expose liars and thieves, who insist on the gory details, 
and who believe the right to call an elected official an 
asshole is a democratic imperative. 


Adieu, Doctor. 


John liefetrick 
Victoria, British Columbia 
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This is all nice being able to vent our collective rage at these scumbags. Believe me I struggle against just 
exploding with disgust at humanity seeing these captains of industry act like satans minions and most people 
Just lamely sucking it up as lazy, weak, lobotomized consumer clowns aM careing about no one and no thing 
except their own ease and convenience. So what I want to know is what are we all going to do about these 
paracites? I was just watching a documentary on the effects of agent orange still wreaking havoc on the poor 
people of Vietnam long after the war. Causing babies to be born without eyes, flippers for hands and feet 
dieing Tonely horrible deaths Flopping around on the Floor A11 the while their Parents who are dying of cancer 
Can't even. feed themselves let alone take care of thier mutilated children. All they can do is cry and watch 
each other die! Monsatan/ Monsantos the manufacturer of agent orange says that the government compelled them to 
make and sell the stuff so they are not in any way responsible!!!! Lets see they made DDT, Agent Orange, 
Genetically modified so called food, drop dead seeds,... it sounds like a made for TV movie about a company run 
by the antichrist! The fact is all these fascist pieces of shit deservel what ever we can do to them and then 
some! I fantasize a global revolution somewhat like the French revolution with mobs storming the office towers 
and mansions of the ruthlessly rich and dragging these shitballs from thier, obscene cucoons of comfort.and 
burning them or cutting their fucking evil heads off. You can bet that then unbridled greed and rapacious 
buisness practices would not be idolized and worshipped with the same vigor that it is today by our propaganda 
spewing masters. I can just see people like Dickhead Cheaney trying to fit in with the street people dressed in 
Tags. TV.is the most effective military weapon in history, with it you conquer nations and they like it and ask 
FORO EMail ahatia thom ta death? I'm ihere, I'm ready, I'm 








Pseude Journalism 


Like many journalists, I was outraged by the 

recent news that the Bush administration had paid 
conservative pundit Armstrong Williams $241,000 to 
shill for its No Child Left Behind Act. Outraged, but 
not surprised. For the average American, the thought 
of Williams and other pseudo-journos scoring tax 
dollars for spreading Karl Róve's gospel probably 
isn't much of a scandal, either. It's just another nail 
in the coffin of objective news. 

Despite the president's high-handed attempt to 
distance himself from any public-relations miscl 
the Williams payola incident was inevitable. White 
House spending on PR contracts more than doubled 
during George Bush's first term in office, swelling 
from $57 million in 2001 to $88 million last year. 
How else is an ideologically contorted government 
supposed to make its message heard? The biggest 
recipient of that largesse - with a whopping $97 
million take over four years - was Ketchum, a 
subsidiary of communications giant Omnicom. 
Ketchum wrote Williams his big check, after hiring 
him as part of a $1 million deal with the Department 
of Education. x 

Most journalists are well aware that the world 
is now locked in a war of ideas, and that the US 
‚government sprays its propaganda nozzle both at 
home and abroad, from complicit 
media outlets like Fox News and 








Not that any of this matters to the tens of millions 
of American TV viewers who take White House 
embeds — both paid and unpaid - at face value. 
Columnist Charles Krauthammer, for example, 
who used a recent Fox appearance to praise Bush's 
second inauguration speech, without revealing that 
he helped write it. Or Bill O'Reilly, who's gotten 
rich telling Republican-inflected lies to his audience 
daily, with little fear of recrimination. From inside 
the media bubble, reporters and editors make the 
sad mistake of believing that everybody else cares 
about the nuances of their trade as deeply as they do. 
That the citizenry wrings its hands over the rise of 
the pundit/PR hack, when in fact it would rather use 
those fingers to twist the cap off a beer, or play 
a round of golf. - 

Into this not-so-bright future steps a new brand 
of content provider, unencumbered by the moral 
freight that weighs down his less opportunistic peers. 
The pseudo-journalist doesn't lack values; rather, 
he's willing to use any means necessary to promote 
the views of his paymasters. And just what is a real 
journalist, anyway? That's something for the people 
to decide. They'll get used to Armstrong Williams 
the same way they learned to live with Abu Ghraib. 

Nick Rockel 


satellite station Al-Hurra (the 
anti-Al-Jazeera; based, predictably 
enough, in Virginia). But in my 
professional life, I still believe in 
the bright line, that ethical firewall 
between fact and opinion, between 
editorial and infomercial, between 
hard-nosed reporting and greasy- 
palmed advocacy. When someone 
as influential as Armstrong 
Williams — or syndicated 
columnists Maggie Gallagher and 
Michael McManus, two other 
recent additions to the BushCo. 
payroll - wipes away those 
admittedly quaint boundaries, 
they're not easily redrawn. 


ADS EMBEDDED IN ONLINE NEWS 

Online news providers such as The New York Post have been flirting with 
a system that links keywords in news articles to ads and commercial 
websites. Already implemented by over 400 web publishers, the IntelliTXT 
system automatically peppers articles with paid links, generating ad 
revenue for the host site with each click. 

The Post is the second prominent hard-news provider to experiment 
with IntelliTXT, after Forbes.com ended its own trials two months earlier, 
apparently in response to the reservations of its reporters. It's not hard to 
guess what those reservations might have been, considering the likelihood 
that IntelliTXT will encourage the tailoring of news articles to feature certain 
keywords. Do hard-news providers like The Post sincerely believe that this 
‘system will leave readers with even a shred of confidence in their news? 
Or are they simply content to go the way of entertainment news and 
transform our collective tragedies and triumphs into an endless parade 
of marketing? 
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AdvertisingAge 
Currently celebrating its demisesquicentennial 
as reigning mouthpiece of the US advertising 
industry, Advertising Age has proven once again 
that it cannot tell the difference between fame 
and infamy. In 451 of its top ad "moments" of the 
past 75 years, it takes pause to pay respects to 
Leo Burnett, the man who turned Marlboro from 
a sissy brand for girls into the best-selling macho 
wet dream that we've all come to know and 
apparently love. That the campaign has managed 
to survive the slings and arrows of that nasty 
- cancer business only seems to heighten 
Ad Age's admiration: "In 1964, when the US 
Surgeon General determines that smoking 
is hazardous to health, a slow burn begins 
Competitors begin to attack the icon, and 
opponents even use him in spoofs that show the 
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Marlboro Man suffering from emphysema. But 
the Marlboro Man still stands tall as Advertising 
Age in 1999 names him the No. 1 ad icon of the 
20th century.” 

This is a prime example of the industry's 
standard-issue indifference toward ethical 
concerns, all gussied up in bogus journalistic 
objectivity. In the fatuous and self-congratulatory 
world of advertising, the discovery that a product 
causes debilitating and fatal illness is really no 
more significant a hiccup than the color of the 
client's packaging going out of style. Just manage 
the brand properly, and you're home free. More 
than that, you'll be a legend, an icon of the 
century. As for the consequences - well, that's 
for the client to worry about. 

Clayton Dach 








AL-JAZEERA FOR SALE е 
The New York Times recently reported that Qatar-based Al-Jazeera, 
the most widely viewed source of television news in the Middle 
East, is having serious financial difficulties and that government 
leaders (officially "with" rather than "against" America in the War 
Against Terror) are being heavily pressured to stop subsidizing the 
controversial news station. A rocket shot into the station's Baghdad 
bureau, killing three journalists, did little to deter an organization 
Donald Rumsfeld has described, without a trace of irony, as "willing 
to lie to the world to make their case." But a change in ownership 
may do more to get them on the same page as officially-approved 
overseas broadcasters Radio Free Europe, Radio Liberty and Radio 
Martí. Although estimates of Al-Jazeera’s audience range from 30 
to 50 million, these numbers still don't push them into the black 
and, according to the emir of Qatar, Sheikh Hamad bin Khalifa, $50 
million of Al Jazeera's $120 million budget for 2004 came directly 
from Qatari coffers. Plans are now afoot to convert the station to a 
privately owned "company of participation," likely allowing wealthy 
Arab shareholders to control the Control Room. Jihad Ballout, 
the unfortunately-named station spokesman, counters that the 
reason for the station's insolvency is that advertisers are afraid of 
government reprisals and so the station should continue to receive 
financial support. "We have recently added new members to the 
Al-Jazeera editorial board, and one of their tasks is to explore 
the best way to sell it," said a Qatari official under condition of 
anonymity. "I hope not," was the reply when asked if a change in 
ownership might mean a change in style. 

Andrew Fleming 


Sixty percent of Iran's 
population is m 


The resulting cultural 
‘ youthqual has led to 
a deñant stance against 
religious hard-liners in 
the name of . women’s 
fashion - 
mannequins 
sliced heads because 
Islamic law forbids 
statues from looking too 
n. The latest style 
in traditionally black, 
shap: chadors and 
manteaus is light, fitted 
and downright s But 
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FCC CHANGES GUARD 
Michael Kevin Powell - son of former Secretary 
of State Colin Powell - stepped down as head 
of the Federal Communications Commission on 
March 11 

The US media landscape experienced profound 
change during Powell's tenure - as commissioner 
Since 1997 and chairman since 2001. He was à 
tireless champion of industry leaders, tipping his * 
hat to a series of mergers between heavyweights 
like AOL and Time Warner, Viacom and CBS, and 
Clear Channel and AMFM. 

Powell's most defining moment, however, 
came in 2003 when he spearheaded efforts 
to relax rules limiting media ownership. He 
wanted to allow companies to buy up more 
newspapers, television and radio stations in a 
single market. But popular opposition tripped him 
up, and his plans were eventually overturned in a 
Philadelphia court. 

For the media democracy movement, it was 
a flashpoint, a coming-out party of sorts. Powell 
made for an almost cartoon-like nemesis. He 
inspired millions to fight back. And in this way, 
he may have done more to shape the information 
age, than he realizes. 

Tim Walker 








Envirenmental Movenent of the Mind 


„Last fall, Adbusters launched a lawsuit against four 
of Canada's largest television broadcasters. Our 
fight: the right to buy airtime from CanWest Global 
Communications Corp., BCE Inc., CHUM Ltd. and the 
Canadian Broadcasting Corporation, all of whom 
have refused to show our TV messages. 

Prominent civil-rights lawyer Clayton Ruby fired 
the opening salvo of Adbusters’ legal battle. But 
shortly afterward, he had to bow out because his 
previous relationship with CanWest Global put him 
in a conflict of interest. Ruby wasn't alone. When 
we approached several top media lawyers to 
replace him, it turned out that they too had acted as 
counsel or expert witness for at least one of the four 
big broadcasters. Р, 

That ünfortunate episode was а direct result of 
Canada's toxically high level of media concentration. 
A handful of companies control the news biz in this 
nation of 32 million, leaving citizens with fewer 
sources of information - what Enn Raudsepp, head 
of the journalism program at Concordia University 
in Montreal, calls *the oxygen of democracy." 

To guard against cultural desecration bya 
multinational predator like Fox, Canada limits 
foreign ownership of its communications industries. 
But amazingly enough, there's no cap on the number 
of media outlets a domestic corporation 
„can acquire, and nothing to prevent 
it from owning TV stations 
and newspapers in the same 
regional market. 

As a consequence, five Canuck 
media barons — CanWest, 

BCE, Quebecor Inc., Rogers 
Communications Inc. and Shaw 
Communications Inc. — own just 
about everything. Let's call them 
the Five Families: for the most 
part, these companies are family- 
run, and their ill-deserved power 
and influence bring to mind the 
Gambinos and the Genoveses. 
During the Tate 1990s, the 
Canadian government rewarded 
this greedy cabal by allowing more 
cross-ownership of TV, newspapers 
and radio under the banner 

of "convergence." 


media system." 


to Communicate. 


Who'd have thoüght Canada could be the envy of 
corporate America? The Bush administration recently 
abandoned its campaign for the loosening of cross- 
ownership rules by the Federal Communications 
Commission. These changes would have allowed one 
company to own a newspaper and TV stations in, 
say, Chicago, and to grow its stable of regional TV 
and radio properties. 

Hmm. Sounds a lot like Vancouver, where the 
oxygen is getting mighty thin. In Canada's third- 
largest city, both local English-language daily 
newspapers — plus one of the two national papers 
— belong to Winnipeg-based CanWest. According 
to Donald Gutstein, a communications professor 
at Vancouver's Simon Fraser University, that's 90 
percent of daily-newspaper circulation. CanWest 
also owris 12 local community papers and two local 
TV stations; the latter account for 70 percent of 
suppertime-newscast viewers. Wait, there's more: this 
spring, CanWest is launching a free commuter daily. 

CanWest management - led by the Asper family 
— believes newspapers and TV are bullhorns for its 
personal views on everything from the environment 
to Israel/Palestine. Canadian media owners have a 
constitutional right to control what they publish and 
broadcast. But when somebody owns as much as the 
Aspers do, that right lends itself to abuses. 





MEDIA REFORM CONFERENCE ^ 

Over 2500 media activists from across the US and Canada will converge on St. 
Louis, MO on May 13-15 for the second Nätional Conference on Media Reform. 
The event is heralded as the year's biggest "mobilization to fix our broken 


Will the two days of panels and workshops be the catalyst we've been waiting 
for? It depends on whether we can craft a narrative for this movement. Because 
that's what we're missing: the story-line, the frame, that irresistible logic to draw 
people in. Our disparate battles against the media monopolies and regulators 
have produced victories, yes. But not a larger social vision. The Environmental 
movement was propelled mainstream by Rachel Carson's Silent Spring and that 
great goal of Ecological Diversity. 

There are parallels to be found in our fight for the information age. 

Adbusters will be in St. Louis – Media Carta in hand - spreading the meme of 
Mental Environmentalism. it's a powerfully simple idea: like our oceans and air, 
our shared mindscape is littered with pollutants - distorted news, manipulative 
ads, top-down culture. Either we act now to preserve information diversity, or 
we risk slipping further toward a psychological wasteland in which we literally 
cannot survive. The long-term solution for mental environmentalists and 

media reformers is nothing short of battling for à new human right: The Right 


The Canadian strain of media concentration does 
its nastiest work at the civic level. Before we look at 
some solutions, let's consider the fallout of all that 
Can West in Vancoüver's democratic air supply. If 
CanWest's bully pulpits ignore or downplay a story, 
it greatly increases the chances that public awareness 
of this story will remain low. Conversely, if these 
media outlets adopt a cause, they're in a uniquely 
powerful position to influence public opinion. 

Now, you might argue that people can turn to 
many other sources for the latest on Iraq-or North 
Korea. But what about city hall and the próvincial 
legislature, where people's lives also hang in the 
balance? As the loudest media voice in Vancouver 
by far, Can West is free to spin local news coverage 
at will, to suffocating effect. 

City councilor Anne Roberts observes that 
local TV and radio follow the lead of CanWest's 
Vancouver Sun. 
newspaper, which fails 
to provide balànced 
coverage of civic affairs. 
“It’s ideologically bent 
toward a neoliberal 
point of view,” she says, 
adding that the Sun “trivializes government.” 

CanWest's two local dailies pump a private-good, 
public-bad doctrine through their selection and 
placement of news, their choice of columnists and 
op-ed pieces, and their childish disdain for trade 


unions and other opponents of runaway corporatism. 


Every morning, they deliver the same Friedmanian 
message that privatization, deregulation and lower 
taxes are the keys to happiness and prosperity. With 
their reheated wire stories and so-called “exclusives” 
—a cat caught іп a tree will do — these publications 
are newspapers in name only. 

How did we get into this mess? Following the 
Second World War, Canada moved away from the 
old-school model of journalism: many newspapers 
— each one serving the will of its loudmouthed owner 
— competing against each other in the same market. 
By the 19705 there were fewer papers, and news 
delivery was mostly in professional hands. If you 
subscribed to the Vancouver Sun or the Toronto 
Star, you could be reasonably sure the thing was put 
together by an editor who understood where opinion 
belonged - on the editorial page, not the front one. 

That changed in the mid-1980s, when Canadian 
businessman Conrad Black began buying up 


„Vancouver is $i most 
media concentrated city 
in.North America 





newspapers at a furious pace. At the height of his 
power, Black controlled 58 of Canada's 106 dailies. 
His Hollinger International Inc. also owned several 
hundred other papers throughout North America, 
as well as controlling interest in England's Daily 
Telegraph and The Jerusalem Post. 

If Canadian media concentration has a cartoon 
villain, it’s Conrad Black. He has a well-earned 
reputation as a ruthless cost-cutter who delighted in 
his verbose putdowns of journalists and other limp 
lefties. When he launched the far-right National Post 
in 1998, the conservative Globe and Mail - Canada's 
other coast-to-coast daily — read like Pravda by 
comparison. To his many critics, Black was a 
malevolent force. With this autocrat's fingers on the 
oxygen supply, would the civic lifeline of editorial . 
independence soon be history? 

However, Black did appreciate the difference 
between reporting and 
editorializing, and he 
mostly refrained from 
turning his newspapers 
into an imperial 
soapbox. Or perhaps 
his methods were more 
subtle. According to Russell Mills, former publisher 
of the Ottawa Citizen, Black didn't meddle with the 
content of that paper — once he had installed the 
editor he wanted. 

Deeply in debt as the "90s drew to a close, Black 
sold his Canadian newspaper holdings to CanWest. 
Unlike Hollinger, the Aspers were in the TV and 
radio business, too. They made Canadians long for 
the good old days of Conrad Black. 

CanWest — which also owns media properties 
in Australia, New Zealand and Ireland — upheld 
the Hollinger tradition of penny-pinching. But its 
favorite pastime was bitch-slapping journos. Soon 
after the Hollinger deal, head office began producing 
"national editorials" that it forced on the editors of 
its Canadian dailies. Although CanWest later backed 
down, it found other ways to piss on the rank and 
file. In 2002, Russell Mills lost his job after he ran 
an editorial calling for the resignation of then-prime 
minister Jean Chrétien, a friend of the Aspers. 

Nor does the company brass value journalistic 
objectivity. Last September, Reuters complained that 
CanWest papers were altering words and phrases 
in wire stories about the Middle East. Among these 
changes was the insertion of the word “terrorist.” 





Two national Arab-Canadian groups demanded 
an investigation of what they called *biased 
reporting against Muslims and Arabs in CanWest 
publications." 

Back in Vancouver, CanWest's tentacles extend into 
education: the company has donated CDN$ 500,000 
to the University of British Columbia's School of 


Journalism and $300,000 to the British Columbia. ~ 


Institute of Technology. Donna Logan, the journalism 
school's director, has denied any connection between 
‚ the Can West gift and her subsequent comments that 

media concentration is not a problem in Vancouver. 

Then there are CanWest's connections with the 
Fraser Institute, a conservative think tank based in 
Vancouver. Several Fraser Institute alumni have high- 
profile jobs in the CanWest empire. Op-ed pieces by 
Fraser Institute staff frequently walk into Can West 
papers and onto Can West news broadcasts. At the 
institute’s Vancouver office, there's a David Asper 
Center for the Study of Law and Markets. Asper, 
who is chair of the National Post and CanWest's 
executive vice-president, used to sit on the Fraser 
Institute's board of trustees. 

It's not too late to take Canada's oxygen supply 
back from the Five Families. In January, 
a Senate committee visited Vancouver for a public 
hearing on media concentration. Among the many 
recommendations: reject broadcast licenses for 





companies that already own newspapers in the 
same regional market; guard against foreign 
takeovers by maintaining current media-ownership 
rules; expand the role of the Canadian Broadcasting 
Corporation; fund community-driven media outlets; 
and set aside portions of the public airwaves for 
nonprofit broadcasting. 

These tactics may pfove effective, but they're 
stopgaps. Fortunately, the Senate committee 
also heard а more radical plan to-break up this 
illegitimate media oligarchy: put a cap in its ass. 
Let's ban cross-ownership of newspapers and 
broadcasting outlets altogether, and retroactively 
limit how many of them a single company can own. 

But the citizens of Canada and the world can't 
afford to wait around for government intervention. 
Unless people want their local mindscape to resemble 
Vancouver's, they must take a deep breath and 
join the burgeoning media democracy and mental 
environmental movements. Adbusters has fired 
the first shots in the battle to enshrine a new and 
universal human right. Bit by bit, as support for this 
Right to Communicate grows — and information 
begins to flow freely — we will save the most precious 
of all our natural resources: the peace and clarity of 
our own minds. 


WWW .MEDIACARTA.ORG 





You thought it was your friend, You brought it into 
your home, into your bedroom. You loved it, and it 
loved you. 


But it wasn't satisfied. Soon, it showed up at your 
doctor's office, then your bank, then the pub where. 
you like to unwind. Now you can’t think, can't talk. 
You feel trapped, hunted. And all the while, it wants 
you to buy. А 







The stalking ends here 
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Verbal bullies use words to hurt or humiliate another 
person. Verbal bullying includes name-calling and 
insults. This type of bullying is the easiest to inflict 
on others. It is quick and to the point. It occurs in the 
least amount of time available, and its effects can be 
more devastating than physical bullying because there are 
no visible scars. 
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Children in the United States learn early that it is 
un-American to be a "chicken." Anti-sissy and anti- 
pacifist sentiments are quite prevalent in the society 
Action is emphasized over non-action. Carry a big stick 
and $peak softly. One should fight for his rights. 
Possibly the only kind of intellectual who is widely 
admired by Americans is the one who demonstrates power 
in a tangible manner. 


Walter M. Gerson, Violence As An American Value 











The seduction of war is insidious because 
so much of what we are told about it 

is true: it does create a feeling of 
comradeship, which obliterates our 
alienation and makes us, for perhaps ihe 
only time of our life, feel we belong. 
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CHRISTIAN KEINSTAR 


MALCOLM X was made aware of the 
grim efficacy of violence earlier in life than 
most. His father, Earl Little — an outspoken 
Baptist minister and supporter of the Black 
Nationalist movement — was the target 

of persistent white supremacist death 
threats, compelling the family to relocate 
twice before Malcolm’s fourth birthday. 
Eventually, his family home was burned 

to the ground, and Earl Little’s body was 
found sprawled across trolley tracks two 
years later. 

Malcolm spent early adulthood as a petty 
criminal before discovering the Nation of 
Islam and teachings of its leader, Elijah 
Muhammad. An intelligent, dynamic 
orator, Malcolm was soon appointed 
national spokesman for the fledgling 
organization. Although a vitalizing force 
for equal rights, Malcolm was also a 
controversial and divisive figure. He was 


an unapologetic proponent of violence 
in the name of black “self-protection,” 
avowing: *. . .[I]t is criminal to teach a 
man not to defend himself when he is the 
constant victim of brutal attacks.” 

Three weeks before his murder, Malcolm 
arrived in Selma, Alabama to address 
student civil rights activists. At the same 
time, Martin Luther King had been 
incarcerated for his participation in the 
non-violent attempt to increase black voter 
participation in Selma. In stark contrast to 
Doctor King’s message, Malcolm preached 
self-defense and revolution, saying that in 
the times of slavery, “there were two kinds 
of Negroes . . . that old house Negro and 
the field Negro. 

“If I can’t live in that house as a human 
being,” explained Malcolm, “I’m praying 
for that house to blow down. I’m praying 
for a strong wind to come along.” 















Be peaceiul, be courteous, obey the 1 





|р Novepber 1956 ERNESTO 

CHE GUEVARA accompanied 
Fidel Castro and 80 other insurgents in 
a battle to overthrow Cuban dictator 
Fulgencio Batista. Attacked shortly after 
disembarking in a swamp near Niquero, 
the young physician abandoned his medical 
supplies in the heat of battle, taking up 
instead a box of ammunition. It was this 
decisive moment that turned a formerly 
upper-middle-class asthmatic into a timeless 
icon of revolutionary upheaval. 

Henceforth, revolution was in Che's 
blood. Guevara promptly rose to become 
Castro's second in command. By late 1958, 
the Revolutionary Army had forced the US- 
backed Batista to flee the country, marking 
the first and only successful socialist 
revolution to take place in the Americas. 
As Comadante, Guevara now had to 
oversee the execution of an estimated 
500 political prisoners, yet is said to have 
disarmed and released enemy soldiers who 





respect everyone; but 
if someone puts his hand on you, send him to the cemetery. 






Malcolm X 


had not directly committed crimes against 
the people. 

It soon became obvious that Che was 
built for revolution, not politics. By 1965 
he was criticizing Soviet Communism and 
calling for upheaval in Africa, Asia and 
South America. After leading a disastrous 
guerilla initiative in the Belgian Congo, the 
physical and intellectual chasm between 
Castro and Guevara widened. Undeterred, 
Che went to Boliva, intending to whip the 
Bolivian people into a revolutionary zeal 
that would spark *twenty new Vietnams" 
across all of Latin America. 

Captured by the cıa and Bolivian 
officials, Guevara was executed on the oth 
of October, 1967. Reports of his last words 
are varied, yet one version in particular 
rings true for its no-nonsense, unreflective 
courage. 

"Shoot, cowards! You are only going to 
kill a man." 


Last November marked thegfirst time 
ABIMAEL GUZMAN has 
appeared in public since his capture and 
conviction by a Peruvian military tribunal 
in 1992. After 12 years of incarceration, 
the 69-year-old Guzmán — also known to 
his followers as *Chairman Gonzalo" and 
the “Fourth Sword of Marxism” — raised 
his fist at reporters before taking his seat 
among fifteen other top leaders of Sendero 
Luminoso, or “Shining Path.” Guzman and 
his comrades are largely credited with being 
responsible for the most violent period in 
Peru’s modern history — what was also the 
most powerful communist insurgency ever 
to occur in the western hemisphere 
Throughout the 1980s, Shining Path's 
reply to the government's egregious 
corruption and human rights abuses was 
a highly effective campaign of guerilla 
bombings and sabotage. By 1991 the 








Maoist-Marxist organization had control 
of much of the center and south of Peru, 
attacking not only government forces, 
but even other leftist organizations and 


That the Final Solution was 
halted at a point short of its 
full realization was due solely 
to the massive application of 
armed force against Germany 
(albeit for reasons other than 
the salvation of the Jews). Left 
to a pacifist prescription for 
the altering of offensive state 
policies, and the effecting of 
positive social change, “World 
Jewry” - at least in its Eurasian 
variants – would have suffered 
total extermination by mid-1946 
at the latest. Even the highly 
symbolic trial of SS Colonel 


whomever they happened to consider 
enemies to their cause. Writing from Lima, 
Mexican author Alma Guillermoprieto 
declared that Sendero “[has] bombed 
police headquarters and municipal offices, 
gas stations and middle-class apartment 
buildings, think tanks and public schools. 
It has paralyzed the country with so-called 
armed strike, and set fire to bus drivers 

It has murdered peasant 
families and leftist leaders. Most often, 
victims are killed in full view of their family 
or community.” The movement is believed 


who defied [it 





responsible for over 70,000 deaths. 
Due to the deep-seated corruption 






of the Fujimori government, Guzmán's 
1992 conviction was eventually declared 
unconstitutional and last November’s 
civilian trial was ordered. The proceedings 
were adjourned, however, when Guzman 


turned his back on the judge shouting, 
“Long live the Communist party of Peru! 
Glory to the party of Leninism! Glory 





to Ma 


xism!” 


Adolph Eichmann could not be 
accomplished by nonviolent 
means, but required armed 
action by an Israeli paramilitary 
unit fifteen years after the last 
death camp was closed by 
Russian tanks. There is every 
indication that adherence 

to pacifist principles would 
have resulted in Eichmann's 
permanent avoidance of justice, 
living out his life in reasonable 
comfort until - to paraphrase 
his own assessment - he leapt 
into the grave laughing at the 
thought of killing six million 





Lynn Coady 


Jews. With reference to the 
Jewish experience, nonviolence 
was a Catastrophic failure, 

and only the most extremely 
violent intervention by others 
saved Europe's Jews at the last 
moment from slipping over the 
brink of utter extinction. Small 
wonder that the survivors insist, 
“Never Again!” 


Ward Churchill, Pacifism as 
Pathology: Reflections on 

the Role of Armed Struggle in 
North America 





Liberal Hawks 


You've heard the 

terms. Liberal hawk. 
War dove. Academic 
circles may prefer 
"liberal interventionist." 
The term applies to 
left-wingers who 

are committed to 

using military force 

to preserve and 
promote human rights. — 
Their support for 

the invasion of Iraq 
confused some people. 
Aren't lefties supposed 
to oppose the war? 

. Many in the 

liberal hawk camp 
downplayed the 
relevance of the more 
dubious motives 

for attacking Iraq 

— supposed weapons of 
mass destruction and 
links to al Qaeda - in 
favor of a bigger point: 
removing Saddam 
Hussein from power 
would free millions of people from the torture and 
abuse of a brutal dictator. So it was a good thing. 
Well, not necessarily ‘good,’ but the lesser of two 
evils. That's how liberal hawk posterboy Michael 
Ignatieff framed it. In Tbe Lesser Evil: Political 
Ethics in an Age of Terror, Ignatieff argued that in 
order to combat serious evil, *we may have to traffic 
in evils: indefinite detention of suspects, coercive 
interrogations, targeted assassinations, even pre- 
emptive war." He wrote those words before the evils 
carried out in Abu Ghraib prison were revealed. 
The scandal forced him to reassess his stance and 
note that, “Everything I’ve said and believed since 
I was 18 is on the line over this war, and I could be 
seriously wrong." But Ignatieff — who is no apologist 
for the Bush administration - remained confident 
that the January 30 Iraqi elections would make up 
for the transgressions of the US occupiers. In fact, 
he noted in The New York Times Magazine that 
Establishing free institutions in Iraq was the best 











reason to support the 
war — now it is the 
only reason." 

The use of military 
interventions to make 
the world a better 
place is an idea bigger 
than Ignatieff or 
the Iraqi elections. 

It is as old as the 
primordial strongman 
who conquered 
neighboring tribes to 
establish peace in the 
region. Subsequent 
rulers and kings have 
consolidated power 
and disarmed their 
opponents all in 

the name of peace. 
European empires 
applied this mentality 
on a global scale, as 
epitomized by the 
UK's Pax Brittanica. 
Their conquests were 
rooted in the Christian 
imperative to ‘save’ 
the world. Although the church had originally been 
pacifist, Christian leaders came to sanction violence 
as they took greater responsibility for public order. 
But to keep moral standards paramount, they 
developed a comprehensive just war theology that 
demands stringent criteria be met before resorting 
to violence. Some even refer to this as *innocent 
violence" because it is supposedly executed justly on 
behalf of the people. The use of force is an imperfect 
solution, but we live in an imperfect world. 

Today, memories of the Nazi holocaust and the 
more recent Rwandan genocide play an enormous 
role in shaping liberal interventionist doctrine. 
Genocide expert Samantha Power — whose office 
is just down the hall from Ignatieff's at Harvard 
University's Carr Center for Human Rights Policy 
— has argued that we must go beyond the rhetoric of 
“Never again!” She has called on the US president to 
develop a military contingency plan to prevent future 
genocides not because of strategic considerations, but 


— 


Venezuelans had to take sides on 
April 11, 2002. Either you backed 
president Hugo Chavez, or you 
wanted him gone. In the end, Chavez 
kept the presidency, but today the 
country sits in an uneasy peace. 
Malvina Pesate is in the anti- 
government camp. She saw a 
photojournalist killed in front of her 
and claims she was shot by a Chavez 
supporter. The antagonism of that 
day continues to dismay her: "I don't 
understand this attitude that says 
"| don't want you.’ So you're going 
to kill me?" Another member of the 
opposition, Catalina Palencia, lost 


LAN PRESIDENT HUGO TAKE TO THE STREETS OF CARACAS. 


her son Johnny in the violence and 
still cries for him, absent-mindedly 
saving him food. "I don't feel rage," 
she explains, "but helplessness. I 
don't see how justice can be done." 
Many in her camp think that Chavez's 
government organized an ambush 

of opposition marchers. 

But then there are the pro- 
government victims of the coup 
attempt. Douglas Romero went 
downtown to defend Chavez's 
revolution after television news 
showed opposition supporters 
marching to the government 
palace. He used to run marathons 





before a bullet destroyed his sciatic 
nerve that day. Another Chavez 
supporter Enrique Hernandez is 
unapologetic about his use of 
violence to defend the cause: "I 
grabbed a metal tube and started 
swinging." Despite taking a bullet to 
the head - which left him with an 
indented forehead - Hernandez would 
do it all over again. 

Two years have passed, but 
the wounds remain deep. And ° 
Venezuelans brace themselves for 
the day when they will again have to 
take sides. 

Jose Orozco 





"Seek out yeur enemies relentlessly.” 
Surah 4:104 (Koran) 


WATCHTOWER: 
‘It’s a little girl. She's running defensively eastward.’ 


OPERATIONS ROOM: 
“Are we talking about a girl under the age of 10?” 


WATCHTOWER: 
*A girl of about 10, she's behind the embankment, scared to death." 


CAPTAIN R (AFTER KILLING THE GIRL): 
*Anything moving in the zone, even a three-year-old, needs to 
be killed." 


— Conversation between Israeli soldiers. A 13-year-old Palestinian 
girl was killed by a soldier on ber way to school in Gaza. Twenty 
bullets were found in the girl's body, the soldier having emptied his 
magazine into ber body to “confirm the kill." 


Optimism about Palestine 

is breaking out everywhere: Yasser Arafat is dead; 

a “moderate,” Mahmoud Abbas, has been elected 
in his stead; Ariel Sharon is about to disengage from 
Gaza; George Bush and Condoleezza Rice talk often 
about two states, Israel and Palestine, living side by 
side in peace. 

What could be wrong with this picture? 

What is wrong is that this is a charade. Peace has 
not come to Palestine. Amid the false optimism, 
we must be clear on one vital point: there will be 
no Palestinian state, and therefore no peace and no 
justice, anytime soon, for the simple reason that 
Israel and the United States do not want it. 

Arafat's death and Abbas’ election have not, as 
the optimists would have it, opened the way for 
peace and provided Israel with a new “partner for 
peace." In reality, Sharon never wanted a partner 
for peace, never wanted to negotiate with Arafat, 
and shows no sign now of wanting to negotiate with 
Abbas. Despite the promised disengagement from 
Gaza and some other gestures of no real significance, 
Israel has no intention of ceding enough authority 
or enough land in the occupied territories to give 
the Palestinians a viable, truly independent state. 
Israelis have said this explicitly, most recently when 
Sharon's senior political adviser crowed about having 
put all substantive issues surrounding the occupation 
in “formaldehyde” and, with full US support, 
frozen the peace process so that *you prevent the 
establishment of a Palestinian state and you prevent 
a discussion about the refugees, the borders and 
Jerusalem indefinitely." 

US officials have also made it clear that their 
priority is guaranteeing Israeli security, not ending 
the occupation or dealing with the substantive issues 
of a peace agreement. “Security and terrorism are at 
the core of peaceful existence," Rice declared during 
her February trip to Israel-Palestine, referring to a 
need to control Palestinian terrorism and ensure 
Israeli security. This kind of thinking deliberately 
misses the point that ending the occupation is the 
real key to peaceful coexistence, the real key to 
security for both peoples. The obstacle to peace 
— indeed, the root of violence — has never been 
Palestinian terrorism but rather the occupation 
and all that it signifies: the Israeli domination of 
another people, the lack of Palestinian freedom, the 





confiscation and destruction of Palestinian property, 
the ethnic cleansing. 

The cease-fire reached in February is merely a nice 
way of demanding Palestinian capitulation. The 
Palestinians effectively agreed to end opposition 
to Israel's occupation, but Israel agreed to nothing 
that would signal an end to occupation. Palestinians 
will thus inevitably be blamed for any breakdown; 
Israel, having promised virtually nothing, will 
not be blamed for anything. Consolidation of 
the occupation continues apace in the meantime: 
settlements are growing; the road network 
connecting settlements, on which only Israelis may 
drive, is expanding; construction of the separation 
wall in Palestinian territory, which expropriates 
prime Palestinian agricultural land and gives the 
Palestinians no portion of Jerusalem, continues. 

Today's optimism about the possibilities for peace 
is a diversion from these ugly realities. Forcing the 
Palestinians to end violence from their side will not 
bring peace because it will not end the violence of 
the occupation. Optimism simply allows politicians 
and commentators to ignore the real situation.on the 
ground. It allows everyone to ignore Israel's explicitly 
stated intention never to relinquish domination over 
the West Bank. It allows everyone to ignore the gross 
land hunger inherent in Israel's occupation policies. 

One is led to ask those who have insisted on this 
lopsided equation: What happens if the Palestinians 
do stop violence, but Israel continues to perpetrate 
violence in multiple forms through the occupation? 
What happens if the Palestinians do everything 
demanded of them, but Israel, claiming to be 
pursuing a “two-state solution," continues to deny 
the Palestinians territorial contiguity, economic 
viability, and adequate space and water, leaving them 
with a future as an impoverished, imprisoned people 
squeezed into native reservations surrounded by 
Israeli walls, Israeli settlements, Israeli roads? 

The US imposed a similar fate on Native 
Americans, who were a small and diminishing 
minority after 1820. It is hard to believe Israel can 
do the same to Palestinians, whose growing numbers 
already almost equal those of Jewish Israelis. 


Kathleen Christison is a former Middle East cıa 
political analyst. Her most recent book is The Wound 
of Dispossession: Telling the Palestinian Story. 


wide expanses of Middle 
Eastern desert to make a 
home in Canaan, the land 
of milk and honey. After an eventful life, he waslaidtorestina — 
cave near Hebron, one of the oldest continuously inhabited cities 

on the planet. 

But his story doesn't conclude there. As the father of monotheism, 
Abraham is revered by Muslims, Christians and Jews equally. And 
they've been fighting over his tomb ever since Herod erected a wall 
around it in the first century BCE. Try to keep track of all the changes 
since then: the Byzantines built a church on Herod's structure, it 
was converted into a mosque during the Arab conquest of 638, then 
reconverted into a church by Crusaders in 1100 and then switched 
back to a mosque by the Mamluk Turks in 1260. 





HEBRON, THE TOMBS OF THE PATRIARCHS 


At the beginning of the twentieth century, 
Abraham's tomb was firmly in Muslim. 
hands. But Jews were free to worship on 
the steps outside the entrance to the Il 
Ibrahimi mosque and enjoyed good relations 
with the city's Muslim residents. Back then, 
Jews were considered Arabs and relied on 
their Muslim neighbors to turn the lights 

оп and off on the Sabbath. Sadly, that all 
changed in 1929 when an anti-Zionist Arab 
mob stormed into Hebron's Jewish quarter 
and brutally hacked 67 men, women and 
children to death. Israelis who tell the story 
tend to focus on the barbarity of the killing. 
Palestinians hasten to add that hundreds of 
Jews were saved by their Muslim neighbors, 
And that the mob came from outside 
Hebron. And that the massacre followed 
several years of “divide and conquer" tactics 
by the British occupiers - who some claim 
facilitated the slaughter. Jewish families tried 
to return to Hebron, but in 1936 the British 
expelled them, fearing another massacre. 











After the creation of the state 

of Israel in 1948, Hebron fell 

under Jordan's jurisdiction. 

But Israel drove Jordan out 

of the West Bank in the 1967 

War. On the day that the Israel 

Defense Forces (IDF) entered 

Hebron, the army chaplain 

placed a Torah scroll inside the 

mosque, making it possible. 

for Jews to worship inside. 

the building for the first time. 

in centuries. A year later, a group of armed Israelis 
led by Rabbi Moshe Levinger booked into Hebron's 
Park Hotel and promptly declared they were not 
leaving. The IDF appeased the group by allowing its 
members to settle in an abandoned military camp 


on the outskirts of Hebron. They called it Kiryat Arba. 


It was the first settlement in the West Bank. The 
granddaddy of all settlements. 





TOP: Israeli Minister of Defensi 
BOTTOM: Israeli Soldiers pn 








Levinger and his group weren't satisfied with Kiryat Arba, 
however. They wanted to be right in the heart of Hebron; as 

close to Abraham's tomb as possible. So they occupied buildings 
in Hebron's old city that had been Jewish prior to the 1929 
massacres. They claimed they did it to honor the legacy of the 
pre-1929 population. Most descendents of those original families. 
beg to differ. Their forebears did not seek out conflicts with their 
Muslim neighbors. The current crop of Hebron's Jews do. So today, 
1500-2000 soldiers are posted in the city to safeguard 

400 settlers. 

Most soldiers hate being in Hebron for the rather basic reason 
that it's unpleasant to feel surrounded by hostile people. It's also 
mind-numbingly boring to sit at a checkpoint for hours on end. 
And the antics of the settlers don't make their lives any easier. 
Just ask the soldier who exclaimed, "But those are the crazy 
Jews!" in arguing that Hebron's settlers do not reflect mainstream 
Israeli attitudes. 


The most recent conversion of Il Ibrahimi mosque. 
occurred in 1994 after a resident of Kiryat Arba 
named Baruch Goldstein walked into the mosque 
during Ramadan, opened fire with an assault rifle, 
and killed 29 Palestinian worshippers before being 
beaten to death himself by a fire extinguisher. 
Patched-over bullet holes in the walls of the mosque 
give a tiny sense of the horror from that day. Israeli 
soldiers killed a number of Palestinians in the riots 
that followed Goldstein's shooting spree, bringing 
the death toll eerily in line with the 1929 massacre. 
The IDF barred entry into the mosque for a year, 
and when it was reopened, they had divided it into 
strictly segregated Jewish and Muslim sections. 


Today, the mosque is surrounded by barbed wire and 
street barricades. You need to pass through a metal 
detector to get inside. The tourists who used to flock to 
Abraham’s resting place have all but disappeared. The 
tragic irony is that, other than God, Abraham is the only 
figure unanimously venerated by all three monotheistic 
faiths. But his religious offspring are incapable of 
focusing on what they have in common. And the land of 
milk and honey has become the land of blood and tears. 


ә Dayan at tho gate of Abraham's tomb, 1967. 
Palestinians trom praying inside E orahimi mosque November 2004 





"There's a very clear and powerful connection between how much time you serve in 

the Territories and how fucked in the head you get. If someone is in the Territories 

half a year, he's a beginner, they don't allow him into the interesting places, he does 
guard-duty, all he does is just grow more and more bitter, angry. The more shit he eats, 
from the Jews and the Arabs and the army and the state, they call that numbness but 

I don't, because serving in the Territories isn't about numbness, it's a high, a sort of 
negative high: you're always tired, you're always hungry, you always have to go to the 
bathroom, you're always scared to die, you're always eager to catch that terrorist. It’s a 
life without rest. Even when you sleep, you don't sleep well. I don't remember even once 
sleeping well in Hebron. It's simply an experience that no human being should have. 

It fucks with your head. It's the experience of a hunted animal, a hunting animal, of an 
animal, whatever. 


= ап Israeli soldier's memories of army service in the Occupied 
Territories, from the exhibition, Breaking the Silence. 






Invading and occupying a neighboring country can make 
for bad optics. But with the right public relations strategy 
— and the help of American journalists - Israel has shown 
how to manage even the worst publicity. 

That's the message of the documentary "Peace, 
Propaganda and the Promised Land: US Media and the 
Israeli-Palestinian Conflict.” In it, the filmmakers explain 
how American news reports tend to gloss over the fact 
that Palestinian outbursts happen in response to the worst 
form of tyranny: a foreign, military dictatorship. The choice 
of words is important too. Palestinian violence is described 
as "attacks," and Israeli violence as "retaliation" or "self- 
defense." CNN instructs its reporters to refer to Israeli 
settlements skirting Jerusalem as "neighborhoods." All 
of this is contrasted with the more balanced British news 
coverage of the conflict. 

Ironically, some critics have complained about the 
bias in a story exposing bias. A New York Times review. 
protested that the film was a "one-sided account" that was 
"hardly dispassionate.” But this one-sidedness wouldn't 
be necessary if the Times and others recognized their own 
biases. And that's the point of the film. 

Order it at www.arabfilm.com or www.mediaed.org. 
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For complete list of 163 US military interventions 
abroad, visit: adbusters.org/jams/nistory/Mash.html 
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The US Spends as much on defense as the 
20 next top-spending nations combined. 
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Last May, the US army set up shop in a Baghdad 
soccer stadium and handed over crisp $100 bills to 
Iraqis who were willing to part with their weapons. 
One man pocketed $3500 for a collection of 46 
mortar shells. Another got $200 for an anti-aircraft 
gun he had hauled into the stadium on a donkey cart. 
Some days the army paid out as much as $3 50,000. 
Even the soldiers were stunned by the amount of 
military hardware. 

This bounty is not unique to Iraq. Other countries 
can boast of similar arsenals. The world is awash 
in weapons, and as John Ralston Saul showed 
us more than a decade ago in Voltaire's Bastards, 
“We are living in the midst of a permanent wartime 
economy.” The annual global arms trade accounts 
for close to $1 trillion by Saul's estimates and he 
pinpoints the full embrace of the military industrial 
complex to the early 1960s. At that time, US, 
French and British governments each decided for 
their own reasons that the best way to finance 
their respective weapons programs was to sell as 
many arms as possible abroad. The chief American 
proponent of this thinking was the quintessential 
technocrat, Defense Secretary Robert McNamara. 
He determined that foreign sales could underwrite 
American research and development costs and reduce 
the unit cost of each weapon the US needed for its 
own purposes. This clear-headed, rational formula 
considered efficiency, return on the dollar, and 
sensible military strategy. But it depended a little too 
much on number crunching and ignored one crucial 
externality — the proliferation of violence. 

America is by no means the only party responsible 
for the glut of arms in the world. But as the number- 
one arms producer, it epitomizes the problem. It 
has almost continuously been in violation of the 
Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty — all the while 
trying to browbeat others into adhering to the 
treaty. Meanwhile, the US accounts for almost half 
of global conventional weapons deals — with many 
of the goods destined for the third world. End-use 
certificates signed by bona fide military officials 
theoretically guard against shady arms.trading. But 
an abundance of officials willing to sanction illegal 
deals in exchange for a cut of the profits ensures that 
weapons end up in the hands of the bad guys. With 
nothing to stop these arms from being used against 
the US or its allies, one is reminded of the old adage: 
those who live by the sword, will die by the sword. 

Nicholas Klassen 
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Dare Not Speak Its Name 


An Australian, Mamdouh Habib, was beaten, he 
says, with a club, assaulted with a dildo, electrified, 
told a dog would rape him, burned with cigarettes, 
told his wife and children had been killed, kept in 

a tiny cell for months, made to run in flesh-tearing 
shackles, and menstruated on by a whore as part 
of a series of interrogations that failed. On January 
22, after three years, he was released - uncharged 

- from Guantánamo and sent home. The Australian 
government tried to prevent him from ‘profiting 
from his crimes’ until told he hadn't been charged 
and so was guilty, legally, of no crime whatever. So 
they cancelled his passport and called him a ‘person 
of interest’ worth watching, a defamation probably 
worth millions to him, his family and his lawyers. 

Habib told a 60 Minutes interviewer, Tara Brown, 
that an Australian had observed his interrogation. 
The government then said no Australians had done 
this, and when one of them confessed he had, said it 
wasn’t an interrogation, it was an ‘interview,’ where 
no ‘duress’ had been suffered. 

What is torture? Donald Rumsfeld says it is harm 
likely to occasion death, and anything less than that 
is ‘abuse.’ So it is only ‘abuse’ to tell Mamdouh 
Habib that his wife and children have been killed, 
and to stop him from phoning Sydney to check 
if this is true. It is only ‘abuse’ to be menstruated 
on by a whore when your religion tells you this 
is humiliating, debasing, shaming, unholy and 
against the will of God. It is only ‘abuse’ to be kept 
alone and wet and naked and sleepless in a cell not 
knowing for months on end when you will get out. 
Or it is ‘preparation for interview’ perhaps. It is 
only abuse, I suppose, to be made at gunpoint to kill 
your little brother with a lead pipe. You suffered no 
physical pain. : 


The Habib case strikes most Australians as bizarre. 


Since we're not known-for this sort of thing, it 
probably never happened, Australians reckon, or 
Habib was really up to something in Afghanistan 
and deserved it. 

But in America the ideal of humiliating mental 
torture is much more entrenched and frequent and 
revered. In summer camp, in high schools, in Boot 
Camp, in the Skull and Bones Club at Yale, in the 
Miss America contest, the-spelling bee, Death Row 
or Oscar Night, in every Hollywood roast or any 


meeting of AA or any parade ground or football 
victory lap, ritualized humiliation is the American 
way. In American jails, what happened at Abu 
Ghraib, or sóme of it, occurs pretty regularly. In the 
time of Slavery, America's longest-running economic 
system, obscene humiliation - you give me your wife, 
boy, and I'll impregnate her and you'll say thank 
you, massa — it was normal procedure. The current, 
revered American doctrine of Winners and Losers 
(those not earning billions are losers, comprising 
ninety-eight percent of the population whom we 
arm with handguns lest someone tells them they are 
losers, and needs to be blown away) is part of this 
belief system: the Culture of Humiliation that is the 
American Way. It is not a long step from this concept 
of the Loser to the naked body-piles of Abu Ghraib, 
and the men in shackles and orange jumpsuits being 
assisted, like cripples to the Guantánamo latrine. 

What is torture? It must mean, can only mean, 
treatment likely to turn you into another sort of 
person, to make you leave, at least for a while, your 
previous self behind. Going cold turkey fs torture. 
Picking through a pile of burnt corpses for the body 
of your baby son is torture. You can be tortured 
and not have a mark on you. Torture is when you 
are changed. d 

And it's on the increase, of course. Every hostage 
taken and threatened with beheading is tortured, and 
so are his relatives. Every inmate of Guantanamo 
uncertain of his fate is tortured, and so are his 
relatives. Every Arab nation George Bush threatens 
to Shock and Awe if it doesn't stop doing this or 
that is being tortured. Every Iraqi father of six made 
to join the police to feed his growing family who is 
then cursed by his insurgent cousin and shot at by his 
insurgent neighbor is being tortured. Every deserted 
wife and cuckolded husband, every child sent away 

“to boarding school, is being tortured. 

And it happens a good few times in a lifetime to 
everyone. It’s the way of the world. It’s the world 
of today. It’s everywhere. 

And it dare not speak its name. 





Bob Ellis is an Australian journalist, playright — 
and autbor. 









Military speak has its own special term for human 
bodies. It calls them soft targets. Military arsenals have 

а category of weapons designed specifically to deal 

with such targets, of which cluster bombs are the most 
noteworthy. Each containing several hundred shrapnel- 
packed bomblets, cluster bombs have a unique talent for 
shredding and dismembering everything and everyone 
within an extremely generous footprint. As if that weren't | 
indiscriminate enough, the bomblets also enjoy a high 

initial dud rate, effectively littering the ground with brightly} 
colored, interestingly shaped landmines. These have proven ' += 
to be particularly effective against curious children. 

In truth, it is no secret that cluster bombs virtually assure 
civilian casualties, especially when dropped from high 
altitudes onto inhabited areas - something that's awfully 
tempting during irritating civil insurgencies. Nevertheless, 
coalition forces have managed to amass huge stockpiles 
of these weapons, and they fully intend to continue 
using them. 

Suicide bombers deliberately target civilians. They see 
the faces of their victims in the moments before they die. 

In those moments, they must have not only the resolve 

to murder, but also the incredible resolve to be obliterated 
in order to accomplish that goal. Coalition soldiers, on 

the other hand, require little resolve, because for them 
there is nothing at stake. A set of crosshairs is all that they 
see in the moments before they move, unscathed, on to 
the next abstracted target. This ignorance-by-design 
works like magic. It transforms shredded civilians into 
horrific but unavoidable accidents of war, for which 
militaries need not feel accountable. Yet there's still one 
thing it cannot transform: whether suicide bombing or 
cluster munitions, to the friends and family of a corpse, 
the results are indistinguishable. 








































Clayton Dach + 





TOP: Cluster bombing in Al-Shaab district, 
Baghdad, March 26, 2003. Seventeen civilians 
dead, dozens injured. 

BOTTOM: Suicide bombing outside Al-Aqsa 
Martyrs Mosque, Baghdad, January 21, 2005. 
Thirteen dead, 40 wounded, 














There ence was a time 

when people thought about the why and how of 
what we did or did not do as a nation. Back then, 

a given course of action was expected to make some 
kind of sense before the public would willingly sign 
on. This seems like very. long ago, and yet, it's only 
been fifty years. 

In Harry Truman's time, the congress and the 
people worked together to vote themselves into 
prosperity — and from that day to this we've had 
a running battle with the notion of progress at all 
costs in the name of an idealized, utopian *world of 
the future." In this losing battle we've cast ourselves 
as Mercury, the ancient messenger of the gods, for 
our daring and the promise of unlimited power and 
security. It would be more accurate, perhaps, to see 
ourselves as Icarus, that flawed over-reacher who 
died because he flew too close to the sun. 

This is shorthand for what's been happening to our 
dreams of Empire. Over the intervening years, the 
public gradually lost consciousness until finally we 
found ourselves in Vietnam. Had the country been 
awake to world events in the late 1960s it is likely 
that the Vietnam War would not have happened. But 
we closed our eyes again and let the nightmare take 
over. Had we not continued to let ourselves be lulled 
throughout the 19905, it is possible there would 
have been no Dubya, in any form. But we were 
tranquilized to inattention by a very bright and very 
*sold out" president, so we accepted the appointment 


of Bush with scarcely a murmur. 

Perhaps we were preoccupied, but certainly no one 
in a position of responsibility had bothered to sound 
the alarms. Education was completely revamped to 
eliminate any real knowledge, or actual history, 
of the world. 

The arts were also shredded, so that creative 
expression became an option only for those who 
could afford the time. Finally we were all subjected 
to the obscenity of permanently managed news. 

In a bid to steal the world's oil, we have endured 
the murder of so many people that the enormity 
of what we've done can scarcely be contemplated. 
Instead we stay focused on what it will supposedly 
take to *win" this already failed endeavor. 

All this has occurred simply because we cannot 
allow ourselves to believe the physical and 
intellectual carnage our passivity has wrought. It's 
far easier to fall back on staid, patriotic slogans than 
to realize the imposter in the White House is sending 
our loved ones to die for the Corporatocracy, and for 
the massive and illegal profits amassed by stealing 
tax money through secret no-bid contracts that 
support the ongoing crimes against humanity. Faced 
with these facts, we choose ignorance and knee-jerk 
*patriotism' rather than muster the courage required 
to view the painful truth. 


Jim Kirwan is an observer of the human condition, 
an artist, a columnist and an illustrator. 


a group of soldiers in 1968 went into a village. They 
had been in Vietnam for three months and lost about 10 
percent of their people - maybe 10 or 15 - to accidents, 
killings and bombings. There were 550 women, children 
and old men in the village and they executed them all. 

It took a day. They stopped in the middle and they had 
lunch. The black and Hispanic soldiers - about 40 of 
them, there were about 90 men in the unit - shot into 
the air. They wouldn't shoot at the villagers in the ditch. 
The soldiers collected people in three ditches and just 
began to shoot them. The blacks and Hispanics shot 

up in the air, but the mostly white, lower middle class 
soldiers - the kids who join the Army Reserve today and 
National Guard looking for extra dollars - those kind 

of kids did the killing. One of them was a man named 
Paul Medlow, who did an awful lot of shooting. The next 
day, there was a moment that everybody remembered 
afterward. One of the mothers at the bottom of a ditch 
had taken a child – a boy, about two - and got him under 
her stomach in such a way that he wasn't killed. when 
they were sitting having the K rations, the kid somehow 
crawled up through the bodies and began screaming. 
And Calley, the famous Lieutenant Calley, the Lynndie 
England of that tragedy, told Medlow: Kill him. "Plug him," 
he said. And Medlow somehow, who had done an awful 
lot as | say - 200 bullets - couldn't do it. So Calley ran 
up as everybody watched, with his carbine. Calley had a 
smaller weapon, a rifle, and shot the kid in the back of 
the head. The next morning, Medlow stepped on a mine 
and he had his foot blown off. He was being medevaced 
out. As he was being medevaced out, he cursed and 
everybody remembered one of the chilling lines he s 

aid. "God has punished me, and he's going to punish 
you, too." 


From a speech made by Seymour Hersh at the Stephen 
Wise Free Synagogue in New York 



























The accolades keep piling up. The war was good because 
Iragis were finally able to vote. Lebanese caught the 
whiff of freedom and brought down their government. 
Autocrats in Saudi Arabia and Egypt felt the ground 
shifting underneath them and responded with electoral 
compromises. The equation is elementary: A, the war, 
led to B, democracy. Just like Bush said it uld. 

As if it were that simple. It is no concession 
to admit that some good things could stem from the 
war. The point is rather that there are better 
to effect change. Despite specious claims to the 
contrary, Bush did not enter into battle reluctantly. 
He and his inner circle surrounded themselves 
with people who told them what they wanted to 
hear. And truth took a back seat to a pre-ordained 
descision to wage war. Diplomacy and international 
opinion were sidelined when in fact they should have 
been the primary thrust of any action on Iraq. So 
e are left to wonder, was all that death and 
destruction necessary? 
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There are evil people in the 
world who hate our way of life 


and wish to do us harm. We cannot 
wish this reality away. So we 
must strike them with the same 
vigor that they strike us. 





